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M oral g row th  a s  p a r t  o f  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  grow th  was a 
g o a l i n  an  in t r o d u c to r y  p sy ch o lo g y  c l a s s .  M eeting  o f te n  
were 24 s ix - s tu d e n t  d is c u s s io n  g ro u p s , com plem enting th e  
l e c t u r e s .  H a lf  o f  th e  g ro u p s  r a n  s ix  weeks on one o f  two 
m ethods, th e n  r a n  s ix  more weeks on th e  o th e r ;  t h i s  sequence 
was r e v e rs e d  in  th e  o th e r  g ro u p s . The two s e q u e n c e s , n o t  th e  
two m ethods, w ere com pared. As d i s c u s s io n  l e a d e r s ,  te a c h in g  
a s s i s t a n t s  (TAs) each  l e d  two g ro u p s , one on each  seq u en ce .
On S o c r a t ic  s k i l l ,  t h a t  i s ,  t a l e n t  i n  p ro m o tin g  d i s c u s s io n ,  TAs 
c l e a r l y  d i f f e r e d .  T hus, seq u en ces  and  s k i l l  l e v e l s  w ere com­
p l e t e l y  c ro s s e d .
The two d is c u s s io n  m ethods w ere c a l l e d  m ethod K, a f t e r  
K ohlberg , and  m ethod Q, a f t e r  th e  q u e s t io n s  i t  f e a tu r e d .  U nder 
method K, a d a p te d  from  G a lb r a i th  and  J o n e s , each  TA w ould re a d  
a lo u d  a m ora l dilemma a b o u t an  a s s ig n e d  p a p e rb a c k , su ch  a s  
Walden Two. S tu d e n ts  w ould th e n  a i r  t h e i r  v iew s and re a so n s  
f u l l y .  N ext th e  TA w ould summ arize th e  em erging  p o i n t s ,  
f i n a l l y ,  she  w ould announce a  Key P e rso n  f o r  th e  s e s s io n ,  t h a t  
i s ,  a  group member whose p r i o r  re m a rk s , e s p e c i a l l y  h i s  r e a s o n s ,
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were to  be b r i e f l y  w r i t t e n  up a s  homework b y  everyone  e l s e .
Thus, s tu d e n t s ' e a r s  w ere p u t  to  w ork.
Under m ethod Q, i n  c o n t r a s t ,  homework w ould come f i r s t .  
A f te r  re a d in g  th e  p a p e rb a c k  a s s ig n m e n t, each  s tu d e n t  would 
w r i te  a b r i e f  d is c u s s io n  q u e s tio n  on i t .  Q u es tio n s  w ere supposed  
to  i n t e g r a te  th e  p a p e rb a c k  w ith  th e  c o u rse  t e x t  o r  w ith  l i f e  
e x p e r ie n c e . They w ere a l s o  to  be  c o n t r o v e r s i a l ,  b u t  n o t 
n e c e s s a r i ly  m o ra l. A t th e  group m ee tin g  each  s tu d e n t  would 
ta k e  tu r n s  i n  u s in g  h e r  q u e s t io n  to  g e t  a  s h o r t  d is c u s s io n  g o in g , 
th e  TA p ro v id in g  d i r e c t i o n  a s  n eed ed .
The D e f in in g  I s s u e s  T e s t (D IT ), d e v ise d  by  R e s t ,  
a s s e s s e s  m o ra l r e a s o n in g .  On i t  a s tu d e n t  s e l e c t s  and  w e ig h ts  
c e r t a in  re a s o n s  u s e f u l  i n  r e s o lv in g  c e r t a i n  m ora l d ilem m as.
The t e s t  y i e l d s  a  w e ig h ted  p e r c e n t  o f  p r in c ip l e d  (K o h lb e rg 's  
p o s tc o n v e n tio n a l)  m ora l r e a s o n in g  (R%). A p r e t e s t  and  a p o s t ­
t e s t  a t  th e  b e g in n in g  and th e  end o f  th e  c o u rse  re n d e re d  DIT 
means o f 4 3 .0 3  P% and  4 4 .2 0  P% f o r  th e  s tu d e n ts  on sequence 
K-Q; means w ere 4 2 .2 7  and  4 5 .5 3  2% f o r  sequence Q-K. Thus, 
th e  mean g a in s  f o r  seq u en ces  K-Q and Q-K w ere 1 .1 7  and 3-26  
P%, b u t th e  d i f f e r e n c e  betw een  th e  two g a in s  was n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t .
In  w eek ly  TA m e e tin g s , w here TAs p r a c t i c e d  d is c u s s in g  
dilemmas among th e m se lv e s , I  r a t e d  th e  TAs' S o c r a t ic  s k i l l s .
By th e n  p a i r i n g  each  TA 's r a t i n g  w ith  th e  mean P% g a in  f o r  h i s  
g roup , no s i g n i f i c a n t  c o r r e l a t i o n  em erged a c r o s s  th e  K-Q g ro u p s , 
b u t a  s i g n i f i c a n t  one o f  .6 5  d id  o b ta in  in  th e  Q-K o n e s .
Reasons a r e  g iv e n , how ever, to  v iew  t h i s  r e l a t i o n  w ith  c a u t io n .
On a s c a le  from  1 to  5 (aw fu l to  e x c e l l e n t )  s tu d e n ts  
r a te d  th e  e d u c a t io n a l  v a lu e  o f  a s p e c ts  o f  th e  c o u rs e . In  th e
e a r ly  w eeks, m ethods K and Q w ere r a t e d  a t  means o f  3 .9 8  and  
4 .2 2 , s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t .  In  th e  f i n a l  w eek, seq u en ces  
K-Q and Q-K a s  c o m b in a tio n s  w ere aw arded means o f  4 .1 6  and 
4 .5 8 , a g a in  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r e n t .
The Dogmatism S c a le ,  d ev e lo p ed  b y  R okeach, was com pleted  
in  th e  f i r s t  week. I t  c o r r e l a t e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  w ith  th e  DIT 
p r e t e s t  and th e  p o s t t e s t  a t  - .2 1  and - . 27 , b u t  d id  n o t  c o r r e l a t e  
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  w ith  DIT g a in .  N or d id  i t  h e lp  i n  v a r io u s  
a n a ly s e s  o f  c o v a r ia n c e .
An i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  o f  g e n e ra l  r e s u l t s  fo c u se s  m a in ly  
upon th e  Q-K sequence and S o c r a t ic  s k i l l s .  U nder m ethod Q 
s tu d e n ts  t a i l o r  q u e s t io n s  to  t h e i r  own i n t e r e s t s  and  s h a re  th e  
assignm en t o f  d is c u s s in g  them w ith  o th e r s .  Soon such  s e s s io n s  
b u ild  in v o lv em en t and  r a p p o r t ,  th u s  s e t t i n g  th e  s ta g e  f o r  m ethod 
K, d i r e c te d  s q u a re ly  a t  m o ra l r e a s o n in g .  W ith any  s ta g e  f r i g h t  
now down among p l a y e r s ,  th e  d i r e c t o r  o r  TA can be a s  e f f e c t i v e  
a s  h e r  S o c r a t ic  s k i l l  p e r m its .  W ith i t  she can  a d r o i t l y  and  
t a c t f u l l y  p i t  one view  a g a in s t  a n o th e r  to  f o s t e r  c r e a t iv e  
c o n f l i c t  w i th in  each  s tu d e n t .  I f  n o n d e fe n s iv e , he can  grow 
from i t  by  s e a rc h in g  f o r  new g ro u n d s , h o p e f u l ly  p o s tc o n v e n t io n a l .  
But th e  s e a rc h  n e v e r  e n d s , a s  m o ra l p h i lo s o p h e r s ,  an  argum en ta­
t i v e  l o t ,  a g r e e .
CHAPTER I
' INTRODUCTION
T o g e th e r  th e  two m o n stro u s  bombs b ro u g h t i n s t a n t  d e a th  
to  more th a n  one hun d red  th o u sa n d  in  A ugust o f  194-5 • When news 
o f t h i s  b ro k e , th e  u l t im a te  b u t to n  p u s h e r  b eh in d  i t  a l l ,
P re s id e n t  Truman, was b o th  denounced and p r a i s e d  th ro u g h o u t 
th e  w orld  in  th e  s t r o n g e s t  o f  te rm s . W hether w a rra n te d  o r  n o t ,  
h i s  d e c is io n  to  bomb H irosh im a and  N agasak i he saw a s  m o ra lly  
j u s t .  A lthough  two h e a v i ly  p o p u la te d  c i t i e s  w ere to  be le v e le d  
and a to m ic a l ly  p o iso n e d , t h i s  c o s t  i n  human s u f f e r in g — so he 
and h i s  a d v is o r s  re a so n e d —w ould be l e s s  th a n  th e  m ise ry  o f 
in v a d in g  and c le a n in g  o u t th e  Ja p a n e se  m ain lan d  w ith  le g io n s  
o f war w eary t ro o p s ,  who would s la u g h te r  c o u n t le s s  o th e r s  and 
be s la u g h te r e d  th e m se lv e s .
On th e  l i g h t e r  s id e ,  i t  i s  o f  i n t e r e s t  t h a t  th e  
P r e s id e n t ,  w h e th e r d e f e n s iv e ly  o r  n o t ,  u s u a l ly  d is p la y e d  a 
maxim from  Mark Twain on h i s  desk  in  th e  Oval O f f ic e :  "Always 
do r i g h t .  T h is  w i l l  g r a t i f y  some p e o p le  and  a s to n i s h  th e  r e s t . "
A n e c e s s a ry  b u t n o t  a lw ays s u f f i c i e n t  c o n d i t io n  f o r  
do ing  r i g h t  i n  a g iv e n  s i t u a t i o n  i s  a  com prehensive  know ledge 
o f a l l  r e l e v a n t  c o n s id e r a t io n s  and  a  g r e a t  d e a l  o f  c r i t i c a l  
th in k in g  ab o u t them . These two key  a s p e c t s  in  th e  m inds o f 
d e c is io n  m akers and  th e  v o te r s  who e l e c t  them can  be prom oted  
to  some e x te n t  th ro u g h  e d u c a tio n . P ro b a b ly  th e  m ost h e lp f u l  
th o ro u g h  a n a ly s is  o f  know ledge and  c r i t i c a l  th in k in g  i s  c o n ta in e d  
in  th e  landm ark  work o f  Bloom and  a s s o c i a t e s  (1 9 5 6 ). I n  t h i s
1
2c l a s s i c  o f  e d u c a tio n  th e y  g iv e  t h e i r  d e f i n i t i o n s  o f  know ing 
and th in k in g ,  th e  l a t t e r  o f  w hich i s  w hat I  mean by c r i t i c a l  
th in k in g :
Knowledge. . . in v o lv e s  th e  r e c a l l  o f  s p e c i f i c s  and 
u n i v e r s a l s ,  th e  r e c a l l  o f  m ethods and  p r o c e s s e s ,  
o r  th e  r e c a l l  o f  a  p a t t e r n ,  s t r u c t u r e ,  o r  s e t t i n g . . . .  
/ T h e /  r e c a l l  s i t u a t i o n  in v o lv e s  l i t t l e  more th a n  
b r in g in g  to  mind th e  a p p r o p r ia te  m a te r i a l ,  (p .  201; 
em phasis added)
/ T h in k in g  or/^ a b i l i t i e s  and s k i l l s  r e f e r  to  o rg a n iz e d  
modes o f  o p e r a t io n  and  g e n e r a l iz e d  te c h n iq u e s  f o r  
d e a l in g  w ith  m a te r ia l s  and  p ro b le m s . The m a te r ia l s  
and  p ro b lem s may be o f  su ch  a  n a tu r e  t h a t  l i t t l e . . .  
in fo rm a tio n  i s  r e q u i r e d . . .an d  can be assum ed to  be 
p a r t  o f  th e  i n d i v i d u a l s ' g e n e ra l  fu n d  o f  know ledge. 
O th e r p ro b lem s may r e q u i r e  s p e c ia l i z e d  and t e c h n ic a l  
in fo rm a tio n  a t  a  r a t h e r  h ig h  l e v e l  such  t h a t  s p e c i f i c  
know ledge and  s k i l l  i n  d e a l in g  w ith  th e  p ro b le m .. . a r e  
r e q u i r e d .  (p .  204-; em phasis added)
Prom th e  em phasized  w ords in  th e s e  d e f i n i t i o n s  i t  can  
be seen  t h a t  knowing and th in k in g  a r e  h i e r a r c h i c a l ,  th e  f i r s t  
b e in g  n e c e s s a ry  b u t  n o t  s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  th e  seco n d . I n c id e n t ­
a l l y ,  i t  sh o u ld  a l s o  be n o te d  f o r  th e  sake o f  co m p le ten ess  
th a t  n e i t h e r  o f  th e s e  c o g n i t iv e  g o a ls  a r e  c o m p le te ly  s e p a ra b le  
from a f f e c t i v e  o n e s , a s  a r t i c u l a t e d  b y  B loom 's c o l le a g u e s ,  
K rathw ohl and a s s o c i a t e s  (1964-).
Prom Knowing to  T h in k in g  to  M oral R eason ing
W hile knowing would seem l e s s  im p o rta n t th a n  th in k in g  
a s  g o a ls  o f  e d u c a t io n , t h i s  p r i o r i t y  would n o t  be ob v io u s  a t  
a l l  to  th e  p r o v e r b ia l  e x t r a t e r r e s t r i a l  v i s i t o r  a s s ig n e d  to  
o b serv e  a random sam ple o f  e d u c a to rs  i n  c la s s ro o m s . H ere th e  
o b s e rv e r  from  o u te r  space  c o u ld  e a s i l y  f in d  more a s s ig n m e n ts  
and t e s t s  d e s ig n e d  to  prom ote knowing th a n  th o s e  aim ed a t  
th in k in g .  A l i k e l y  re a so n  f o r  t h i s  a p p a r e n t ly  u p s id e  down
3p r a c t i c e  i s  t h a t  th e  f i r s t  i s  e a s i l y  and c l e a r l y  a t t a i n a b l e ,  
w hereas th e  second i s  n o t .  In  f a c t ,  th e  t e a c h e r  who s h o o ts  
f o r  th e  second  may be i n  f o r  a  l o t  o f  g r i e f .  T h is  seem in g ly  
m a s o c h is t ic a l ly  i n f l i c t e d  c o n d i t io n  i s  e n d u ra b le , how ever, i f  
one eye i s  a lw ays k e p t  on th e  lo n g - te rm  back d ro p  o f d e e p e r  
g r a t i f i c a t i o n s  t h a t  o f te n  en su e .
A lth o u g h  th e  re a so n s  f o r  th e  r e lu c ta n c e  to  v e n tu re  
beyond th e  know ledge g o a l a r e  p ro b a b ly  to o  com plex and num erous 
to  d e t a i l  h e r e ,  two o f  th e  m ost s a l i e n t  i n  my own e x p e r ie n c e  
a re  th e s e .  F i r s t ,  to o  much c la ssro o m  e x p e r ie n c e  h a s  a l r e a d y  
r e in fo r c e d  to o  many s tu d e n ts  to o  much f o r  m e re ly  s to r in g  i n f o r ­
m ation  w ith o u t r e s h u f f l i n g  i t .  Thus, many s tu d e n ts  m e re ly  
equate  e d u c a tio n  w ith  in fo rm a tio n  s to r a g e .  I m p l i c i t  h e re  i s  
th e  n o tio n  t h a t  o u t i n  th e  r e a l  w orld  th e  th in k in g  p ro c e s s  
w i l l  a u to m a t ic a l ly  u s e  th e  s to r e d  in fo rm a tio n  w ith o u t th e  
in co n v en ien ce  o f  p r i o r  p r a c t i c e .  S tudy  h a b i t s  a re  th e n  s e t  
a c c o rd in g ly .
Second, th e r e  a r e  b o th  o u ts id e  and m u tual p r e s s u r e s  
upon th e  s tu d e n t  and th e  t e a c h e r  to  e v a lu a te  each  o th e r .  S ince  
th e  e v a lu a t io n s  o f te n  have heavy  co n seq u en ces— w h eth er u se d  by 
em ployers in  h i r i n g  o r  d eans i n  g r a n t in g  te n u r e — f a i r n e s s  in  
making them becom es a  w eig h ty  c o n c e rn . F a i rn e s s  i s  r e a s o n a b ly  
c le a r c u t  i n  e v a lu a t in g  th e  knowing g o a l , th e re b y  en c o u ra g in g  
s tu d e n t a c c e p ta n c e . However, f a i r n e s s  can  e a s i l y  g e t  murky 
in  e v a lu a t in g  th e  th in k in g  g o a l ,  th u s  d i s tu r b in g  some s tu d e n ts .  
C onsider th e  one who anonym ously w ro te  t h i s  e v a lu a t io n  o f f o u r  
le n g th y  m u l t ip le  c h o ic e  exams, whose q u e s tio n s  w ere aim ed a t  
th in k in g  more o f te n  th a n  a t  knowing ( S w a r tz e n d ru b e r , 1 9 7 ^ ).
E x a m /s7 w ere  good b u t  a t  t im e s  t r i c k y .  I f  
" c a s e s "  o f  u s in g  th e  m a t e r i a l s  w e 'v e  r e c e iv e d  
/ o f  a p p ly in g  what we have r e a d /  a r e  u se d  on 
t h e  t e s t s ,  why a r e n ' t  th e y  d is c u s s e d  i n  l e c t u r e s ?
T h is  s tu d e n t  seems to  b e  sa y in g  t h a t  th e  p r i n c i p l e s  ( m a te r ia l s )
th a t  have b een  ta u g h t  ( r e c e iv e d )  som etim es ap p e a r  on th e  t e s t s
in  c o n n e c tio n  w ith  new in s ta n c e s  o r  " c a se s"  t h a t  have n o t
a lre a d y  b een  d is c u s s e d  i n  l e c t u r e s ,  and t h i s  p r a c t i c e  i s  t r i c k y
and u n f a i r ;  i t  r e q u i r e s  c r i t i c a l  th in k in g .
S tu d e n t s a t i s f a c t i o n ,  th o u g h  im p o r ta n t ,  i s  n o t  th e
whole p i c t u r e .  An im p o r ta n t  q u e s t io n  s t i l l  re m a in s , To what
e x te n t can  e d u c a to rs  im prove th in k in g  s k i l l s ?  A lthough  b ro a d
m easures o f  th in k in g  s k i l l s  do e x i s t ,  su ch  a s  th e  C o rn e ll
C r i t i c a l  T h in k in g  T e s t  (E n n is  and M illm an , 1971) o r  th e  C r i t i c a l
T hinking  A p p ra is a l  (W atson and G la s e r ,  1 9 6 4 ), i t  may be  to o
much to  ex p e c t b ro a d , o v e r a l l  g a in s  from  a s in g le  c o u r s e ,  such
as in t r o d u c to r y  p sy ch o lo g y . I n s te a d ,  o n ly  one a s p e c t  o f
th in k in g  o r  r e a s o n in g  m ig h t be  s e le c te d  a s  a  more r e a s o n a b le
go a l to  work on .
Most o f  th e  c o u rs e s  t h a t  I  have ta u g h t  t r y  t o  em phasize
th in k in g .  T h is  i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t r u e  in  in t r o d u c to r y  p sy ch o lo g y ,
where my s tu d e n ts  r e g u l a r l y  m eet in  sm a ll d i s c u s s io n  g ro u p s to
th in k  and t a l k  ab o u t s o c ia l  i s s u e s  t h a t  a r e  c o n t r o v e r s i a l .
Many o f th e s e  i s s u e s  a r e  m o ra l.
P e rh a p s , th e n ,  a  more m odest g o a l th a n  o v e r a l l  g a in s
in  g e n e ra l  c r i t i c a l  th in k in g  s k i l l s  would b e  g a in s  i n  a
p a r t i c u l a r  k in d  o f r e a s o n in g ,  say , m ora l r e a s o n in g .  In d eed ,
in  a c o u rse  such  a s  m ine t h a t  em phasizes s o c ia l  p sy ch o lo g y  th e
s tu d y  o f m o ra l i ty  o r  c o o p e ra t io n  among p e o p le  f i t s  r i g h t  i n .
In  ag reem ent w ith  t h i s  p rem ise  would h e  one o f  th e  s t r o n g e s t  
f ig u r e s  in  th e  h i s t o r y  o f  s o c ia l  p sy c h o lo g y , W illiam  M cDougall 
(1 9 0 8 ), who w ro te , "The fu n d am en ta l p rob lem  o f s o c ia l  p sy ch o ­
lo g y  i s  th e  m o ra l iz a t io n  o f th e  i n d iv id u a l  by s o c ie ty . "  ( p .  6)
M oral R easo n in g : A dvances by K ohlberg
Few in fo rm ed  o b s e rv e rs  w ould deny t h a t  th e  m ost 
i n f l u e n t i a l  le a d e r  in  th e  f i e l d  o f  m ora l e d u c a tio n  i s  H a rv a rd 's  
Lawrence K o h lb erg . Y et t h i s  i s  n o t  to  sa y  t h a t  he and  th o s e  
l i k e  him have n o t  been  th e  o b je c t s  o f  much c r i t i c i s m .
S o c ra te s ,  K o h lberg , and  t h e i r  c r i t i c s
L i t t l e  in  th e  rea lm  o f  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  id e a s  i s  new.
That i s  why b o th  S o c ra te s  and  K o h lb erg , a l th o u g h  s e p a ra te d  by 
s e v e ra l  m i l l e n i a ,  re a c h e d  e s s e n t i a l l y  th e  same co re  o f  c o n c lu ­
s io n s .  C o n s id e r  th e  common s e t .  F i r s t ,  v i r t u e  o r  j u s t i c e  h a s  
o n ly  one id e a l  fo rm , r e g a r d le s s  o f  th e  c irc u m s ta n c e s  su rro u n d in g  
i t .  Second, t r u l y  u n d e rs ta n d in g  what v i r t u e  o r  j u s t i c e  i s  
e n ab le s  one to  s e l e c t  i t  o v e r a l l  o th e r  c o n te n d e r s .  T h ird , 
v i r t u e  o r  j u s t i c e  i s  known by i n t u i t i o n ,  n o t  by  c o n v e n tio n  o r  
ta k in g  a  p o l l  o f  what o th e r s  th in k  o r  f e e l .
P e rh ap s  th e  u n a c c e p ta b i l i t y  o f  th e s e  i d e a l i s t i c  a s s e r ­
t io n s  to  th e  m a jo r i ty  o f  S o c r a te s ' f e l lo w  A th e n ian s  was p a r t l y  
r e s p o n s ib le  f o r  h i s  e x e c u tio n  by hem lock. A lthough  K ohlberg  
i s  u n l ik e ly  to  m eet th e  same f a t e ,  he h a s  q u i te  p ro b a b ly  
s t i r r e d  up more c o n tro v e rs y  th a n  anyone e l s e  i n  th e  f i e l d  o f  
m oral e d u c a tio n . F o r exam ple, c o n s id e r  y o u r own r e a c t io n  to  
th e  fo llo w in g  q u e s tio n  p o sed  by  K ohlberg  (1 9 7 1 a):
6I s  i t  so s u r p r i s i n g  t h a t  p s y c h o lo g is t s  have 
n e v e r  ^ /b e liev ed  o r /  u n d e rs to o d  S o c ra te s ?  I t  
i s  h a rd  to  u n d e rs ta n d  i f  you a r e  n o t  s ta g e  6 .
(p . 232)
O b v io u s ly  th e  z e a lo u s  c o n f id e n c e — some w ould sa y  o v e r­
c o n fid e n c e —b e h in d  th e s e  words o r  betw een  th e  l i n e s  h a s  sp a rk e d  
v ig o ro u s  c r i t i c i s m  from a v a r i e t y  o f  p s y c h o lo g is ts  and  m ora l 
p h i lo s o p h e r s .  Most c o n t r o v e r s i a l  o f  h i s  c o n c e p ts  h a s  been  
s ta g e  6 , th e  a l l e g e d  id e a l  form  o f  v i r t u e  o r  j u s t i c e .  The 
charge  o f  e l i t i s m  h as  been  r a i s e d ,  a s  t y p i f i e d  in  t h i s  reb u k e  
by F ra e n k e l (1 9 7 6 ):
Only th r e e  in d iv id u a l s  have been  i d e n t i f i e d  a s  
b e in g  a t  s ta g e  6 —K ohlberg  h im s e l f ,  one o f  h i s  
g ra d u a te  s tu d e n ts ,  and  M a rtin  L u th e r  K ing . (p .  219)
In  th e  same b r e a th  F ra e n k e l v o ic e s  a r e l a t e d  c r i t i c i s m :
The f a c t  t h a t  th e r e  r e a l l y  a r e  s ix  s ta g e s  
h a s  b y  no means been  e s t a b l i s h e d ,  (p .  219)
K o h lb e rg , how ever, can  g iv e  w ith  th e  p u n c h e s . A lthough
th e  p re c e d in g  c r i t i c a l  q u o ta t io n s  have o n ly  s c r a tc h e d  th e
s u r fa c e  o f  a  much l a r g e r  body o f  o b je c t io n s ,  th e y  show what
K ohlberg  h a s  had  to  a d d r e s s .  A c c o rd in g ly , he h a s  su b se q u e n tly
m o d ified  h i s  p o s i t i o n  to  e l im in a te  s ta g e  6 from  a l l  b u t  p u r e ly
t h e o r e t i c a l  c o n s id e r a t io n s .  Thus, w hat re m a in s , f o r  p r a c t i c a l
p u rp o se s , i s  a  5 - s ta g e  m odel, a s  shown i n  a r e c e n t  m anual f o r
s c o r in g  v e r b a l  r e sp o n s e s  (K oh lberg  and  a s s o c i a t e s ,  1 9 7 6 ).
I n c i d e n t a l l y ,  when I  once t o l d  him t h a t  my own i n a b i l i t y
to  u n d e rs ta n d  s ta g e  5 d id  n o t  p e rsu a d e  me t h a t ,  th u s ,  no one
e ls e  co u ld  g ra sp  i t  e i t h e r ,  he resp o n d ed  t h a t  he was n o t  to o
su re  t h a t  he h im s e lf  u n d e rs to o d  i t !
7K o h lb e rg 's  5 - s ta g e  c o g n it iv e -d e v e lo p m e n ta l  m odel
B r i e f ly ,  K oh lberg  i s  s a y in g  t h a t  a l l  m ora l d e c is io n s  
a re  b a se d  to  some e x te n t  on u n d e r ly in g  m ora l r e a s o n in g .  T h is  
re a so n in g  f o r  any one th in k e r  a t  any  one p e r io d  o f l i f e  i s  
p e rv a s iv e  and a l l  encom passing  a s  a com ple te  mode o f  s o lv in g  
a l l  m oral p ro b le m s . J u s t  a s  younger and o ld e r  c h i ld r e n  u se  
d i f f e r e n t  modes o f  r e a s o n in g  to  s o lv e  th e  P ia g e ta n  p rob lem  o f 
c o n s e rv a tio n  o f  volum e, so do y o u n g er and o ld e r  c h i ld r e n  u se  
d i f f e r e n t  modes o f re a so n in g  to  s o lv e  m ora l p ro b le m s . W hether 
in  th e  m ora l o r  th e  b ro a d e r  l o g i c a l  re a lm , c h i ld r e n  advance 
from  one mode to  a n o th e r  by  accom m odation, n o t  mere a s s im i la ­
t i o n .  T hat i s ,  th e  u n d e r ly in g  c o g n i t iv e  s t r u c t u r e  c h a n g es .
K ohlberg  m a in ta in s  t h a t  th e  d e v e lo p in g  human g r a d u a l ly  
p a s se s  from  one mode to  a n o th e r ,  from  one s ta g e  to  a n o th e r .
Each s ta g e  h a s  u n i v e r s a l l y  r e c o g n iz a b le  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  Eor 
any two s e q u e n t i a l l y  a d ja c e n t  s ta g e s ,  th e  h ig h e r  o r  more 
advanced one m e d ia te s  a  more s a t i s f a c t o r y  s o lu t io n  to  a  b ro a d e r  
ran g e  o f m ora l p ro b lem s o r  d ilem m as. In  d e te rm in in g  how 
s a t i s f a c t o r y  a  s o lu t io n  i s ,  K oh lberg  r e l i e s  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  upon 
a modern fo rm u la t io n  o f  K a n t 's  c a t e g o r i c a l  im p e ra t iv e ,  nam ely , 
P a w l's  o r ig i n a l  p o s i t i o n . Rawls (1971) m a in ta in s  t h a t  to  
s e t t l e  a c o n f l i c t  o f  i n t e r e s t  b e tw een  o r  among p a r t i e s ,  one 
sh o u ld  assum e t h a t  he o r  she c o u ld  h y p o th e t i c a l l y  be ask ed  to  
a c t u a l ly  be i n  any o f th e  r o l e s  o f th e  p a r t i e s  in v o lv e d , b u t  
t h a t  a t  p r e s e n t  th e r e  i s  a  " v e i l  o f  ig n o ra n c e "  t h a t  i s  p r e v e n t in g  
one from  know ing th e  a c tu a l  r o l e  t h a t  he o r sh e  would have to  
c a r ry  o u t .  Thus, i n  such  an o r ig i n a l  p o s i t i o n ,  each p la y e r  i n
8th e  "game" i s  l i k e l y  to  d i s t r i b u t e  j u s t i c e  a s  e v e n ly  as 
p o s s ib le ,  r a t h e r  th a n  p o s s ib ly  w in d in g  up on th e  s h o r t  end .
As o r i g i n a l l y  c o n c e iv e d , K ohlberg  p o s tu l a t e d  s ix  
s ta g e s ,  d e s c r ib e d  c o m p le te ly  i n  A ppendix A. I t  can  be ig n o re d  
a t  l e a s t  f o r  now, how ever, by a b s t r a c t i n g  from  th e  s ix  a  more 
p r a c t i c a l ,  r e c e n t ,  condensed  f i v e - s t a g e  m odel t h a t  c o l la p s e s  
th e  o ld  s ta g e s  5 and 6 . In  th e  p r e s e n t  c o n te x t  i t  w i l l  be  
p re s e n te d  i n  d e sc e n d in g , r a t h e r  th a n  a sc e n d in g , o rd e r ;  th e  
to p  two s ta g e s  — 4 and 5— a re  f a r  more im p o r ta n t  i n  d e s c r ib in g  
th e  m oral r e a s o n in g  o f c o l le g e  s tu d e n t s ,  th e  e x p e r im e n ta l 
s u b je c ts  i n  th e  s tu d y  to  be  r e p o r te d  s h o r t l y .
P o s tc o n v e n tio n a l  l e v e l — F o rm erly  s ta g e s  6 and 5* t h i s  
le v e l  now c o n s i s t s  o f  o n ly  th e  l a t t e r .  S ta g e  5 , th e  autonom ous 
s ta g e ,  c o n s i s t s  o f  p r in c ip l e s  whose v a l i d i t y  r e s t s  more upon 
r e c i p r o c i t y  and e q u a l i ty  o f human r i g h t s  th a n  upon m a jo r i ty  
d e c is io n s ,  a l th o u g h  p u b l ic  co n sen su s  d e r iv e d  th ro u g h  l e g i t im a te  
p ro c e d u re s  i s  s t i l l  th o u g h t to  b e  n e c e s s a ry  f o r  s o c ia l  o r d e r .  
T his s ta g e  r e q u i r e s  more in d iv id u a l i z e d  th in k in g — seem in g ly  
a k in  to  B loom 's h ig h e r  c o g n i t iv e  s k i l l s — th a n  do any  o f th e  
low er s ta g e s .
C o n v e n tio n a l l e v e l — T h is  l e v e l  b o i l s  down t o  conform ing  
to  s o c ia l  dem ands. S tag e  4 , th e  la w -a n d -o rd e r  s ta g e ,  c o n s i s t s  
o f b o th  th e  o v e r t  and c o v e r t  r u l e s  o f  th e  s o c ie ty  a t  l a r g e .  
S tage 3* th e  g o o d -b o y -a n d -n ic e -g ir l  s ta g e ,  c o n s i s t s  o f  th e  
s o c ia l  e x p e c ta t io n s  o f p e o p le  i n  o n e 's  f a m ily ,  g ro u p , o r  m ost 
im m ediate c i r c l e  o f  a c q u a in ta n c e s .  S tag e  4 s a n c t io n s  a r e  more 
o f f i c i a l ,  w hereas s ta g e  3 s a n c t io n s  a r e  more i n t e r p e r s o n a l .
Both s ta g e s  r e q u i r e  a c c e p tin g  a  "bag o f  v i r t u e s " — r e q u i r in g
9o n ly  B loom 's lo w e s t c a te g o ry  o f  s k i l l s  (su ch  a s  t h e  a b i l i t y  
to  m em orize and a c c e p t th e  t e n  commandments o r  th e  code o f  
th e  g a n g ).
P re c o n v e n tio n a l  l e v e l — T h is  l e v e l  i s  e g o c e n tr ic  i n  
o r i e n ta t i o n ,  fo c u s in g  o n ly  upon th e  p h y s ic a l  o r  h e d o n is t i c  
r e s u l t s  o f  o n e 's  a c t i o n s .  S tag e  2 , th e  r e c i p r o c i t y  s ta g e ,  
c o n s is t s  o f  ag reem en ts  o r  d e a l s  re a c h e d  b y  b a r g a in in g ,  i n  w hich 
each p a r ty  a t t e m p t s . t o  f u r t h e r  o n ly  h e r  o r  h i s  own rew ard s  o r 
i n t e r e s t s .  S tag e  1 , t h e  o b ed ien ce  s ta g e ,  c o n s i s t s  o f  th e  
p a t t e r n s  t h a t  one m ust f o llo w  t o  a v o id  d is c o m fo r t ,  e s p e c i a l l y  
as d ish e d  o u t by  s t r o n g e r  o r  more a u t h o r i t a t i v e  a g e n ts .  S tag e  
2 i s  to  s ta g e  1 as  p o s i t i v e  i s  to  n e g a t iv e ,  a s  a p p ro a c h in g  i s  
to  a v o id in g , and  a s  rew ard  i s  to  p u n ish m en t. B o th  s ta g e s  a re  
so b a s ic  a s  to  be  found  a lm o st e x c lu s iv e ly  i n  young c h i ld r e n  
and— a lth o u g h  K oh lberg  h a s  n o t  o f f e r e d  t h i s  d e f i n i t i o n — p e rh a p s  
in  an im a ls  t h a t  have b een  a p p e t i t i v e l y  o r  a v e r s iv e ly  c o n d i t io n e d .
Some comments and f in d in g s — B ased upon th e  m ore- 
c o g n it iv e - th a n -d e v e lo p m e n ta l  work o f  P ia g e t  (1948) and th e  
m o re -d e v e lo p m e n ta l- th a n -c o g n itiv e  work o f  Dewey (1 9 1 6 ), th e  
c o g n itiv e -d e v e lo p m e n ta l  m odel o f  K o h lb erg  i s  c h a r a c te r iz e d  
most s t r o n g ly  by  th e  s ta g e -s e q u e n c e  n o t io n .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  
s e q u e n t ia l  p r o g r e s s io n  th ro u g h  c o g n i t iv e  s ta g e s  i s  n e c e s s a ry  
b u t n o t s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  c o r r e l a t e d  p r o g r e s s io n  th ro u g h  m ora l 
s ta g e s .  P o r exam ple, a s  a  s t a r  s tu d e n t  i n  b o th  c o l le g e  and 
law sc h o o l, R ich a rd  N ix o n 's  c o g n i t iv e  developm ent was s u rp a s se d  
by few . Y et i t  o u t s t r ip p e d  h i s  m o ra l developm ent a p p r e c ia b ly ,  
i f  K ohlberg  (1975) i s  c o r r e c t  i n  h i s  a s se s sm e n t, "No p u b l ic  o r  
p r iv a te  word o r  deed o f N ixon e v e r  ro s e  above S tag e  4 . "  (p . 674)
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What i s  n e c e s s a ry  and s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  m ora l developm ent 
i s  d o th  th e  c o g n i t iv e  a p p a ra tu s  and th e  a p p r o p r ia te  e n v iro n m e n ta l 
c o n d i t io n s ,  such  a s  e d u c a tio n . An a tte m p t to  p ro v id e  th e  l a t t e r  
w i l l  he d is c u s s e d  i n  g r e a t  d e t a i l  i n  th e  n e x t c h a p te r .
P ro g re s s io n  th ro u g h  th e  m ora l s ta g e s  n e a r ly  alw ays 
p ro ceed s  from  one s ta g e  to  th e  n e x t w ith o u t sk ip p in g  o r  
r e g re s s in g  ( T u r ie l ,  1966, 1 9 6 9 ), e x c e p t t h a t  t r a n s i t i o n  from  
s ta g e  4- to  s ta g e  5 i s  o c c a s io n a l ly  m arked hy  a  t h e o r e t i c a l l y  
u n p arsim on ious y e t  o n ly  tem p o ra ry  r e g r e s s io n  to  s ta g e  2 
(K ohlberg and Kram er, 1 9 6 9 ). F u r th e r ,  t h i s  s te p - b y - s te p  
sequencing  h a s  heen  o b se rv e d  a c ro s s  a v a r i e t y  o f c u l t u r e s ,  a t  
l e a s t  t h i r t e e n  to  d a te ,  as  d iv e r s e  a s  Canada, I s r a e l ,  I n d ia ,  
and Taiwan. (K o h lb erg , 1971h); y e t  c le a n e r ,  more c l e a r l y  r e p o r te d  
r e s e a r c h  te c h n iq u e s  and s t i l l  more c u l tu r e s  a r e  needed  to  
s a t i s f y  c r i t i c s  su ch  a s  Simpson (197**-) K u r t in e s  and G re if  
(197**-), a l l  o f  whom have r a i s e d  some w orthy  q u e s t io n s ,  w hich 
w i l l  be a d d re s s e d  s h o r t l y .
The s ta g e s  a r e  more c o g n i t iv e  th a n  a f f e c t i v e  and do 
n o t in d i c a t e  how c o m p a ss io n a te , how k in d ,  o r  how s e l f l e s s  a 
p e rso n  may b e .  M oral s ta g e s  a r e  n o t  an  i n d i c a t i o n  o f  a p e r s o n 's  
c h a r a c te r .  A b e t t e r  m easure o f  th e  l a t t e r  may b e  th e  e x te n t  
to  w hich a p e rso n  l i v e s  up to  what he o r  sh e  h o n e s t ly  th in k s  
i s  r i g h t ,  r e g a r d le s s  o f  what s ta g e  th e  th in k in g  i s  a t .
F i n a l l y ,  th e  m a jo r i ty  o f  a  p e r s o n 's  m o ra l judgm ents 
a re  n e a r ly  alw ays fo u n d  a t  a  s in g le  s ta g e ,  b u t  n o t  e x c lu s iv e ly .  
A d jacen t s ta g e s  a l s o  acco u n t f o r  s u b s t a n t i a l  p a r t s  o f  a  p e r s o n 's  
m oral r e a s o n in g .  Thus, on m a t te r s  o f  a u t h o r i t y  and l i f e  a
s tu d e n t may p r e f e r  s ta g e -5  a rg u m en ts , b u t  on a m a t te r  su ch  a s  
sex  she may b e  more c o m fo rta b le  w ith  s ta g e  4-.
More o f K o h lb e rg 1s c r i t i c s
K o h lb e rg 's  ap p ro ach  i s  more " s o f t "  th a n  "h a rd "  and 
more in n o v a t iv e  th a n  c o n f irm a to ry . T hus, i t  i s  no s u r p r i s e  
th a t  he became a  t a r g e t  o f  two r ig o r o u s ,  e m p ir ic a l ly  o r ie n te d  
young p s y c h o lo g is t s  who w ere r a p i d ly  p r o g re s s in g  th ro u g h  th e  
Johns H opkins d o c to r a l  p rogram  t o g e th e r .  W hile t h e r e  th e y  
took  a c lo s e  lo o k  a t  th e  s c i e n t i f i c  adequacy  o f K o h lb e rg 's  
work, p a r t i c u l a r l y  h i s  o b s e r v a t io n a l  m eth o d s, and came up w ith  
a p e n e t r a t in g  r e p o r t  t h a t  was p u b l is h e d  i n  a  h ig h ly  r e p u ta b le  
s c i e n t i f i c  jo u r n a l .
The r e p o r t  i s  by K u r t in e s  and G re if  (1974-) , and i t s  
t h r u s t  h a s  f o u r  p a r t s .  F i r s t ,  f o r  K oh lberg  th e  c o n n e c tio n  
betw een m ora l b e h a v io r  and m ora l r e a s o n in g  i s  u n s p e c i f ie d  and 
p o o rly  c o r r e l a t e d .  Second, th e  K o h lb erg  m odel seems somewhat 
a r b i t r a r y ,  and i t s  a s s o c ia te d  m easu rin g  s c a le  la c k s  s ta n d a rd ­
iz a t i o n ;  i t  h a s  n e v e r  b e en  p u b l is h e d  and i s  c o n t in u a l ly  b e in g  
r e v is e d ,  th u s  b e in g  g e n e r a l ly  u n a v a i la b le  f o r  r e s e a r c h .
T h ird , th e  r e l i a b i l i t y  o f th e  s c a le  i s  u n re p o r te d  and th u s  
unknown. F o u r th , c o n s t r u c t  v a l i d a t i o n  f o r  th e  s c a le  h a s  b een  
la c k in g .
These c h a rg e s  a r e  s e r io u s ,  b u t  a s  w i l l  soon be shown, 
on ly  th e  f i r s t  rem a in s  l a r g e l y  u n to u c h e d . L e t u s  a t  l e a s t  
expand upon i t .  M oral r e a s o n in g  i s  b a se d  on m oral a t t i t u d e s ,  
and th e  p o o r c o r r e l a t i o n  b e tw een  a t t i t u d e s  and b e h a v io r  i n  a 
v a r i e ty  o f  a r e a s  i s  w e ll  docum ented (G a ld e r  and R o ss, 19 7 3 ).
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K ohlberg and h i s  e n t i r e  s t a f f  a r e  w e ll  aw are o f  th e  p ro b lem .
I n  e x c e l l e n t ,  i n s i g h t f u l  a n a ly s i s  o f  i t  was u n d e r ta k e n  by  
Brown and H e r rn s te in  (1975)? who co n c lu d ed  t h a t  a l th o u g h  m o ra l 
re a so n in g  i s  one n o ta b le  d e te rm in a n t o f  b e h a v io r ,  t h e r e  a re  
c e r t a i n l y  o th e r s  o f  a t  l e a s t  e q u a l pow er. P rom inen t among 
them i s  a  p e r s o n 's  d e g ree  o f  m o ra l c o n c e rn , t h a t  i s ,  th e  e x te n t  
to  w hich a  p e rs o n  i s  co n ce rn ed  a b o u t d o in g  what he o r  she 
th in k s  i s  m o ra lly  r i g h t  o r  j u s t .  Brown and H e r rn s te in  c a l l  
i t  " c h a r a c te r ."  S t i l l  a n o th e r  h o s t  o f  l a r g e l y  nonm oral i n f l u ­
ences on b e h a v io r  come from  th e  s p e c i f i c  s i t u a t i o n  i n  w hich 
th e  a c t io n  o c c u rs .  T h is  v iew  i s  c o n s i s t e n t  w ith  th e  p r e s e n t l y  
p redom inan t c o n c e p t o f  p e r s o n - s i t u a t i o n  in te r a c t io n i s m  
cham pioned by  M isch e l ( 1973)-
R eg a rd in g  th e  re m a in in g  th r e e  c o g e n t c r i t i c i s m s  o f 
K u rtin e s  and G r e i f ,  n o te  t h a t  th e y  a l l  d e a l  w ith  th e  p rob lem  
of th e  m easu rin g  in s tru m e n t by  w hich m o ra l r e a s o n in g  i s  a s s e s s e d .  
However, th e  two co -w o rk e rs  do concede t h a t  p e rh ap s  " th e  s ta g e s  
do r e f l e c t  a c tu a l  developm ent a n d . . . t h e  g e n e ra l  la c k  o f  ev id en ce  
r e f l e c t s  th e  in a d eq u a cy  o f th e  m easu rin g  d e v i c e . . . "  (1974 , 
p . 4 6 9 ) . T hus, i f  an a d eq u a te  m easu rin g  d e v ic e  c o u ld  be 
c o n s tru c te d ,  t h e r e  i s  a  w hole new b a l l  game to  b e  p la y e d .
Somewhat c o in c id e n ta l ly ,  K u r t in e s  and G r e i f 's  r e p o r t  
was i n  p r e s s  a t  t h e  same tim e  t h a t  a n o th e r  h ig h ly  r e l a t e d  one 
was. L e t u s  ta k e  a lo o k  a t  th e  h e a r t  o f th e  l a t t e r .
R es t to  th e  R escue; The D e fin in g  I s s u e s  T e s t
In  re sp o n se  to  th e  a c c u m u la tin g  n eed  f o r  an  in s tru m e n t 
hav in g  r e l i a b i l i t y ,  v a l i d i t y ,  a v a i l a b i l i t y ,  s ta n d a r d iz a t io n ,
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and. a s t a b l e  s e t  o f norm s, R e s t and h i s  c o l le a g u e s  (1974a.) 
developed  th e  D e f in in g  I s s u e s  T e s t  (D IT ), a s  w e ll  as  a  m anual 
f o r  i t  (R e s t ,  197410 • The in s tru m e n t c o n s i s t s  o f s ix  m ora l 
dilem m as, each  o f w hich i s  fo llo w e d  b y  a  l i s t  o f  r e a s o n s  f o r  
choosing  one h o rn  o r  th e  o t h e r ,  a s  shown i n  T ab le  1 . The 
t e s t e e  ra n k  o rd e rs  th e  r e a s o n s  i n  o rd e r  o f  t h e i r  im p o rtan c e  so 
as to  p ro v id e  a  w e ig h ted  in d e x  o f th e  e x te n t  to  w hich he o r  
she p r e f e r s  p o s tc o n v e n tio n a l— a ls o  c a l l e d  p r in c ip l e d — re a s o n in g .  
By a v e ra g in g  th e  amount o f p r in c ip l e d  r e a s o n in g  a c ro s s  a l l  s ix  
dilem m as, a s in g le  p e rc e n ta g e  s c o re ,  l a b e le d  P%, i s  o b ta in e d .
The u se  o f P /  i s  a  r a t h e r  c le v e r  way o f c irc u m v e n tin g  
th e  q u e s tio n —v o ic e d  b y  K u r t in e s  and G r e i f — o f w h e th e r th e  5 - 
s ta g e  m odel i s  a r b i t r a r y .  By s im p ly  p o s tu l a t i n g  t h a t  th e  l a s t  
s ta g e , p r in c ip l e d  r e a s o n in g ,  i s  d i f f e r e n t  from  th e  f i r s t  fo u r  
s ta g e s ,  and th e n  c o u n tin g  th e  number o f  p r in c ip l e d  judgm ents 
and w e ig h tin g  them , a  c o n tin u o u s  s c a le  h a v in g  u s e f u l  p r o p e r t i e s  
i s  o b ta in e d . E m p ir ic a l s u p p o rt  f o r  th e  r e l i a b i l i t y ,  v a l i d i t y ,  
and u s e fu ln e s s  o f P% was g a th e re d  i n  an  im p o r ta n t  d i s s e r t a t i o n  
by Cooper (1 9 7 2 ), who com pared P% w ith  o th e r  ways o f  s c o r in g  
th e  DIT.
M oreover, R es t and a s s o c i a t e s  (1974) have shown t h a t  
th e  DIT a d d re s s e s  K u r t in e s  and G r e i f 's  c o n c e rn s  w ith  th e  
fo llo w in g  p r o p e r t i e s .  I t s  t e s t - r e t e s t  r e l i a b i l i t y  o v e r  two 
weeks i s  0 .8 1 . I t s  c o r r e l a t i o n  w ith  K o h lb e rg 's  m easu re  i s  
0 .6 8 . Thus, R es t does n o t r e g a rd  th e  DIT a s  e q u iv a le n t  t o  
K o h lb e rg 's  m easure b u t  in s t e a d  c o n s id e r s  i t  an a l t e r n a t e  way 
to  a s s e s s  m oral r e a s o n in g .  The DIT c o r r e l a t e s  a t  - 0 .6 0  w ith  
a Law and O rder s c a le  and a t  0 .6 3  w ith  a L ib e r ta r ia n is m  s c a le ,
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TABLE 1
ONE OF THE SIX MORAL DILEMMA EXERCISES ON THE DEFINING ISSUES TEST* 
HEINZ AND THE DRUG
In  Europe a woman was n e a r  d e a th  from a sp e c i a l  kind o f  can ce r .  There was one 
drug th a t  the d o c to r s  thought might save h e r .  I t  was a form o f  radium t h a t  a d ru g g i s t  
in  the same town had r e c e n t ly  d is c o v e re d .  The drug was expensive to  make, hut th e  
d rug g is t  was charg ing  ten  t im es  what th e  drug co s t  to  make. Ho paid 8200 fo r  the  
radium and charged 52000 f o r  a  sm all  dose o f  the  drug. The s i c k  woman's husband, Heinz, 
went to  everyone he knew to  borrow th e  money, but he could only got to g e th e r  about 
81000, which in  h a l f  o f  what i t  c o s t .  Ho to ld  the  d ru g g is t  t h a t  h i s  wire was dying, 
and asked him to  s e l l  i t  ch eap e r  o r  l e t  him pay l a t e r .  But the d ru g g is t  s a i d ,  "No, I 
d iscovered the drug and I 'm  go ing  to  make money from i t . "  So Heinz go t d e sp e ra te  and 
began to  th in k  about b reak in g  i n t o  th e  man's s to r e  to  s t e a l  the  drug f o r  h i s  w ife .
Should Heinz s t e a l  th e  drug? (Check one)
 Should s t e a l  i t _____________ _____ C a n ' t  dec ide   Should no t  s t e a l  i t
IMPORTANCE:
Great Much Some L i t t l e No
Whether a community's laws a re  going to  bo uphold.1.
2 . I s n ' t  i t  only n a tu r a l  fo r  a lov ing  husband to  ca re  
no much fo r  n is  wife th a t  he 'd  s t e a l ?
3. I s  Heinz w i l l in g  to  r i s k  g e t t i n g  sho t  a s  a b u rg la r  
o r  going to  j a i l  f o r  the cliance t h a t  s t e a l i n g  the 
drug mi gilt: help?
h . Whether Heinz i s  a p ro fe s s io n a l  w r e s t l e r ,  o r  has 
co ns id e rab le  in f luence  with p ro fe s s io n a l  w r e s t l e r s .
5- Whether Heinz i s  s t e a l i n g  l'or h im se l f  o r  doing t h i s  
s o l e ly  to  he lp  someone e l s e .
G. Whether the d r u g g i s t ' s  r i g h t s  to  h i s  in v e n t io n  have 
to  be resoec ted .
7 . Whether the essence of l i v in g  i s  more encompassing 
than the  te rm ina t io n  o f  dying, s o c i a l l y  and i n d i ­
v id u a l ly .
8 . What va lues  a re  going to  be the  b a s i s  f o r  governing 
how people  a c t  towards each o th e r .
9 . Whether the  d ru g g is t  i s  going to  be allowed to  h ide  
behind a w orth less  law which only  p r o t e c t s  the  r i c h  
anvhow.
10. Whether the law in  t h i s  case  in  g e t t i n g  in  the way 
o f  the most basic  claim o f  any member o f  s o c i e ty .
11. Whether the  d ru g g is t  deserves  to  be robbed fo r  being 
no greedy and c ru e l .
12. Would s t e a l i n g  in  such a case b r in g  about more to ta l  
good fo r  the -whole s o c ic tv  o r  n o t .
From the  l i s t  o f  q u e s t io n s  above ,  s e l e c t  th e  fo u r  most im portant: 
Most Im portant _____
Second Most Im portan t _____
Third  Most Im portan t ______
Fourth  Most T-.po: cant ______
• ©  James R es t ,  1972
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th u s  showing some c o n s t r u c t  v a l i d i t y .  Over th o u sa n d s  of 
s u b je c ts  a t  v a r io u s  e d u c a t io n a l  l e v e l s ,  t h e  m eans f o r  P% a re  
as fo llo w s  (R e s t ,  1 9 7 6 ): ju n io r  h ig h ,  22; s e n io r  h ig h ,  32;
c o l le g e ,  42 ; g ra d u a te  s c h o o l,  53; d o c to r a l  s tu d e n ts  i n  m ora l 
p h ilo so p h y  and p o l i t i c a l  s c ie n c e ,  6 5 . S in c e  th e  DIT i s  an  
o b je c t iv e  in v e n to ry ,  p e rh a p s  th e  m ere r e c o g n i t io n  o f  p h ra s e s  
hav ing  a h ig h ly  m o r a l i s t i c  r in g  c o u ld  e n a b le  a  t e s t e e  to  fa k e  
h ig h  s c o re s ,  b u t  McGeorge (1975) t e s t e d  t h i s  q u e s t io n  e m p ir ic ­
a l l y  and found  t h a t  th e  DIT i s  n o t  s u s c e p t ib le  to  f a k in g .
One d i s s e r t a t i o n  com m ittee member su g g e s te d  t h a t  th e  
c o n s tru c t  v a l i d i t y  o f th e  DIT c o u ld  b e  s tr e n g th e n e d  by th e  
c l a s s i c  m u l t i t r a i t - m u l t im e th o d  m a tr ix  m ethod o f  C am pbell and 
F isk e  (1 9 5 9 ). H ere th e  t r a i t  l a b e le d  P% w ould b e  m easured  by 
th e  DIT m ethod, th e  K ohlberg  in te r v ie w  m ethod, and p e rh a p s  some 
o th e r  m ethods, a l l  o f  w hich sh o u ld  c o r r e l a t e  w e ll  w ith  th e  DIT—  
about a s  w e ll  a s  i t  h a s  a l r e a d y  b e en  found  to  c o r r e l a t e  w ith  
th e  K ohlberg  in te r v ie w ,  t h a t  i s  0 .6 8 .  A ls o , th e  f o r c e d  c h o ic e  
method o f th e  DIT w ould b e  u se d  to  m easure  o th e r  t r a i t s  w hich 
should  th e n  n o t  c o r r e l a t e  a s  h ig h ly  w ith  R%. U n fo r tu n a te ly ,
I  am n o t aw are o f  any  com prehensive  s tu d y  t h a t  h a s  u se d  th e  
m u l t i t r a i t - m u l t im e th o d  te c h n iq u e  to  i n v e s t i g a t e  th e  DIT.
Kohlberg, Rest, and Moral Discussions in Groups
U n d e rly in g  th e  p ro m o tio n  o f  m ora l r e a s o n in g  a r e  two 
fundam ental p r o p o s i t io n s  (K oh lberg  and T u r i e l ,  1971)• F i r s t ,  
th e  s tu d e n t  m ust e x p e r ie n c e  c o n f l i c t — w hat F e s t in g e r  c a l l s  
c o g n it iv e  d is s o n a n c e — i n  a p p ly in g  h e r  s ta g e  of r e a s o n in g  to  
some p ro b lem . (F o r exam ple, s ta g e - 4 ,  la w -a n d -o rd e r  m o ra l i ty
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e n t a i l s  c o n f l i c t i n g  v a lu e s  i n  p ro v id in g  a  r a t i o n a l e  f o r  w h eth er 
to  i l l e g a l l y  h e lp  s la v e s  escap e  t o  Canada th ro u g h  th e  U nder­
ground R a ilro a d  b e f o re  th e  C iv i l  W ar.) Second, th e  s t u d e n t 's  
grow th i n  r e a s o n in g  i s  g r e a t l y  h e lp e d  i f  she i s  exposed to  
re a so n in g  a t  th e  n e x t  h ig h e r  s ta g e .  '(C o n tin u in g  w ith  th e  
exam ple, i f  sh e  h e a r s  R aw ls ' s ta g e -5  " v e i l  o f  ig n o ra n c e "  a p p l ie d  
to  th e  runaw ay s la v e  c a se  and i f  she t r u l y  com prehends t h i s  
a p p l ic a t io n ,  she c o u ld  re d u c e  th e  s ta g e - 4  c o n f l i c t  by  a d v o c a tin g  
h e lp  f o r  th e  s la v e  on th e  g ro u n d s t h a t  she w ould n o t  w ant to  
have to  p la y  th e  r o l e  o f  a  runaw ay s la v e  who g o t c a u g h t. T hus, 
in  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  a r e a  o f  h e r  m ora l r e a s o n in g  she w ould be 
growing to w ard  s ta g e  5 0
In  d is c u s s io n  g ro u p s  th e  two c o n d i t io n s  can  be  e a s i l y  
m et. By d is c u s s in g  m ora l dilem m as i n  a  warm a tm o sp h ere  w here 
a m ix tu re  o f  s ta g e s  i s  p r e s e n t  among d i f f e r e n t  s tu d e n ts ,  s ta g e s  
of judgm ent i n  ju n io r - h ig h  and h ig h -s c h o o l s tu d e n ts  have b een  
r a i s e d  i n  e x p e r im e n ta l work by B l a t t  and K ohlberg  (1975)*
The v a lu e  o f  d is c u s s io n s  i n  p ro m o tin g  m o ra l re a s o n in g  
i s  a l s o  im p lie d  i n  th e  fo llo w in g  w ords b y  R es t ( 1 9 7 ^ ) :
As p e o p le  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  m ora l d i s c u s s io n  and 
p u b l i c l y  s u p p o rt and  d e fen d  c e r t a i n  s id e s  o f 
an i s s u e ,  th e y  a r e  m aking p u b l ic  m ora l ju d g ­
m ents w hich have in f lu e n c in g  e f f e c t s  on o th e r s .
(page 5 -8 )
In  f a c t ,  R est (1974a) n o te s  t h a t  th e  d i s c u s s io n  o f  c o n t r o v e r s i a l  
i s s u e s  i s  th e  key  f e a tu r e  i n  K o h lb e rg ia n  p ro g ram s, th o u g h  R es t 
ad v o ca te s  e n r ic h in g  t h i s  s t r a t e g y  w ith  s t i l l  o th e r  m ethods, 
such a s  r o l e  p la y in g .
In  a d o c to r a l  d i s s e r t a t i o n  t h a t  K ohlberg  c h a i r e d ,  Boyd 
(1976) u se d  in t e n s iv e  d i s c u s s io n  o f  b o th  h y p o th e t ic a l  and r e a l
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m oral dilem m as i n  two sm a ll c o l le g e  c l a s s e s .  In  th r e e  m onths 
th e  two c l a s s e s  advanced  o n e - f i f t h  and o n e - th i r d  o f  a s t a g e ,  
r e s p e c t iv e ly .  The f i r s t  g a in  was n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t ,  and th e  
second one was "a lm o st s ig n i f i c a n t "  (p . 1 3 9 ). Q u ite  p o s s ib ly  
th e  d is c u s s io n  m ethod does n o t  w ork. Then a g a in ,  p e rh a p s  th e  
n ea r m iss  o f  th e  second c l a s s  was p a r t l y  a t t r i b u t a b l e  to  a 
sm all n  (16 and 12 f o r  e x p e r im e n ta ls  and c o n t r o l s ,  r e s p e c t iv e ly )  
and to  th e  im p re c is io n  o f  th e  in te rv ie w  a s se s sm e n t d e v ic e .
U sing  a  l a r g e r  n  and th e  m ore r e l i a b l e  DIT, P an o w itsch  
(1975) co n d u c ted  a d i s s e r t a t i o n  s tu d y  com paring an e t h i c s  c l a s s  
( e n r o l l in g  73) w ith  a lo g ic  c l a s s  ( e n r o l l i n g  2 8 ) .  The f i r s t  
p resum ably  d is c u s s e d  more p ro b lem s i n  th e  m ora l dom ain, w hereas 
th e  second d e a l t  w ith  c l e a r e r  th in k in g  i n  g e n e r a l .  The f i r s t  
c la s s  moved th e  DIT mean s i g n i f i c a n t l y  from  4-1 to  46 P%, w hereas 
th e  second p ro d u ced  a  DIT g a in  o f  l e s s  th a n  1 P%, w hich  was 
no t s i g n i f i c a n t .
The p u rp o se  o f  th e  P an o w itsch  s tu d y  was to  p ro v id e  more 
c o n s tru c t  v a l i d i t y  f o r  th e  th e n  f r e s h l y  d ev e lo p ed  DIT. The 
m iss io n  was s u c c e s s f u l .  However, th e  s tu d y  c o u ld  n o t  and  d id  
no t p u r p o r t  to  show t h a t  c l a s s e s  i n  e th i c s  r a i s e  DIT s c o re s ,  
because  s tu d e n ts  who e le c te d  to  e n r o l l  i n  e t h i c s  r a t h e r  th a n  
lo g ic  may have b een  more p re d is p o s e d  to  change t h e i r  m oral 
re a so n in g  i n  th e  f i r s t  p l a c e .  Only b y  random ly  a s s ig n in g  
s tu d e n ts  to  th e  two c l a s s e s  c o u ld  a  c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n  be  shown.
In  o rd e r  to  im prove upon b o th  th e  Boyd and th e  
P anow itsch  s tu d i e s ,  a  l a r g e r  n , random a ss ig n m e n t, and th e  
DIT c o u ld  be  u s e d . T h is  t h r e e - p a r t  s t r a t e g y  w ould make i t  
p o s s ib le  to  d e m o n s tra te  t h a t  th e  K ohlberg  d i s c u s s io n  m ethod,
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s t r e s s in g  m ora l dilem m as, c a u se s  more g a in  i n  DIT s c o re s  th a n
does some o th e r  e d u c a t io n a l  s t r a t e g y .  A lso , i f  d i f f e r e n t
d is c u s s io n  l e a d e r s  h a v in g  d i f f e r e n t  d i s c u s s io n  s k i l l s  w ere to
be em ployed, d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  th e  e f f e c t iv e n e s s  o f c e r t a i n
a s p e c ts  o f  th e s e  s k i l l s  m ig h t b e  r e v e a le d .  R e le v a n t h e re
m ight be  an  a d m o n itio n  b y  R es t (1 9 7 4 b ):
U n less  an i n t e r v e n t io n  i s  s p e c i f i c a l l y  fo c u se d  
on m o ra l p rob lem  s o lv in g  and e f f e c t i n g  psycho­
l o g i c a l  d ev e lo p m en t, t h e r e  w o n 't  b e  s i g n i f i c a n t  
changes i n  DIT s c o re s  o v er a  p e r io d  o f  a  few 
m on ths, (page 5 -1 2 )
With t h i s  ad m o n itio n  i n  m ind I  d e s ig n e d  th e  fo llo w in g  s tu d y ,
which s t r e s s e s  th e  m a jo r d is c u s s io n  m ethod d ev e lo p ed  r e c e n t l y
by K o h lb e rg 's  f o l lo w e r s .
CHAPTER II
METHOD
A lthough  a  s in g le  p la n  f o r  th e  s tu d y  had  o r i g i n a l l y  
been d e v is e d , some u n fo re s e e n  e t h i c a l  and e x p e r im e n ta l p ro b lem s 
a ro s e ,  m aking some r e th in k in g  n e c e s s a ry  a f t e r  th e  s tu d y  had  
s t a r t e d .  Thus, th e r e  was an  o r i g i n a l  p la n  and a  r e v i s e d  p la n .
The O r ig in a l  P la n
The p la n  fo rm u la te d  b e fo re  th e  b e g in n in g  o f  th e  s e m e s te r  
c a l l e d  f o r  a l a r g e  in t r o d u c to r y  p sy ch o lo g y  c l a s s  to  be  d iv id e d  
in to  two s e t s  o f  d i s c u s s io n  g ro u p s , each  d i r e c t e d  by  an  u n d e r­
g ra d u a te  te a c h in g  a s s i s t a n t  (TA). One s e t  was to  u s e  th e  
K ohlberg m ethod f o r  th e  e n t i r e  s e m e s te r .  The o th e r  s e t  was 
to  u se  w hat w i l l  b e  c a l l e d  a  q u e s t io n  m ethod. The fo rm er w ould 
p resum ably  r a i s e  DIT s c o re s  more th a n  th e  l a t t e r .
U n fo r tu n a te ly ,  how ever, i t  became in c r e a s in g ly  c l e a r  
th ro u g h o u t th e  e a r ly  p a r t  o f  th e  se m e s te r  t h a t  th e  K ohlberg  
method was n o t  p ro v o k in g  d is c u s s io n  among s tu d e n ts .  They w ere 
r e p o r te d ly  t a l k i n g  m a in ly  to  t h e i r  TAs, i f  a t  a l l ,  and t o  each  
o th e r  o n ly  m in im a lly . Among th e  p ro b a b le  r e a s o n s  f o r  th e  
f a i l u r e  a r e  t h a t  s tu d e n ts  w ere to o  u n f a m il ia r  w ith  each  o th e r ,  
t h a t  r e l a t i v e  s t r a n g e r s  w ere b e in g  ask ed  to  d is c u s s  among 
th em se lv es  i s s u e s  o f to o  c o n t r o v e r s i a l  a  n a tu r e ,  and t h a t  TAs 
were a s  y e t  to o  u n s k i l l e d  i n  th e  u se  o f d i s c u s s io n  te c h n iq u e s .  
When th e  two m ethods a r e  d e s c r ib e d  i n  d e t a i l  s h o r t l y ,  you w i l l  
see t h a t  th e  K oh lberg  m ethod r e q u i r e s  much m ore s k i l l  from  th e
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TA th a n  does th e  q u e s t io n  m ethod. Ten o f  th e  tw e lv e  TAs 
r e p o r te d  t h a t  i n  t h e i r  K ohlberg  g ro u p s  th e  m o ra le  and s a t i s ­
f a c t i o n  w ere n o t ic e a b ly  low er th a n  i n  th e  g ro u p s t h a t  u sed  th e  
q u e s tio n  m ethod.
Thus, some s e r io u s  th in k in g  ab o u t c o n tin u in g  on th e  
o r ig in a l  p la n  b e g a n . The p r im a ry  p u rp o se  o f  th e  c l a s s  was to  
prom ote know ledge and c r i t i c a l  th in k in g  ab o u t p sy ch o lo g y  in  
over a hundred  s tu d e n ts ,  w hereas th e  seco n d a ry  p u rp o se  was to  
prom ote m ora l r e a s o n in g  f o r  a d o c to r a l  d i s s e r t a t i o n .  To p u t 
th e  second  b e f o re  th e  f i r s t  w ould be to  a llo w  th e  p r o v e r b ia l  
t a i l  to  wag th e  dog . However, a way around  th e  problem  was 
seen  such t h a t  in d e e d  more g a in  i n  DIT s c o re s  m igh t a c tu a l ly  
r e s u l t  th a n  u n d e r  th e  o r i g i n a l  d e t e r i o r a t i n g  d e s ig n .  Thus, a 
s u b s t a n t i a l  change was in t ro d u c e d .
The E e v ised  P la n
At m id sem este r, g ro u p s  o r i g i n a l l y  on th e  K ohlberg  method 
were sw itc h e d  to  th e  q u e s t io n  m ethod, and th o s e  o r i g i n a l l y  on 
th e  q u e s t io n  m ethod w ere sw itc h e d  to  th e  K ohlberg  m ethod . Thus, 
each s tu d e n t  g o t eq u a l d o se s  o f each  m ethod, th e r e b y  b e in g  
t r e a t e d  e q u i ta b ly  and f a i r l y .
A lso , t h e r e  was new hope f o r  optim ism  ab o u t g a in  in  
DIT s c o r e s .  Under th e  o r i g i n a l  p la n  th e  h y p o th e s iz e d  g a in  
would have b een  g r e a t e r  u n d e r th e  K oh lberg  m ethod, y e t  i t  had 
a p p a re n t ly  been  in tro d u c e d  p re m a tu re ly — a t  a  tim e  b e fo re  s tu d e n t -  
to - s tu d e n t  d is c u s s io n  h a b i t s  and good r a p p o r t  had  b een  e s ta b ­
l i s h e d .  T hus, l i t t l e  DIT g a in  had p ro b a b ly  o c c u rre d  h e r e .
(T h is  c o n c lu s io n  i s ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  c o n je c tu r a l .  I t  would have b een
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in fo rm a tiv e  to  a d m in is te r  th e  DIT a t  m id se m e s te r  a s  a  ch eck , 
h u t d o in g  so w ould have m eant a d m in is te r in g  i t  t h r e e  t im e s  
in s te a d  o f  tw o. Too much f a m i l i a r i t y  w ith  th e  in s tru m e n t 
co u ld  th e n  have "been a  p rob lem  a t  th e  end o f th e  s e m e s te r .)
U nder th e  o r ig i n a l  p la n  th e  g ro u p s t h a t  had  u se d  th e  
q u e s tio n  m ethod had  e s ta b l i s h e d  v e ry  e f f e c t i v e  com m unication  
p a t t e r n s ,  f a m i l i a r i t y ,  and r a p p o r t ,  due to  th e  n a tu r e  o f  th e  
m ethod, to  b e  d e s c r ib e d  s h o r t l y .  Thus, th e  q u e s t io n  m ethod 
had p rim ed  th e s e  g ro u p s  to  th e  p o in t  w here th e y  w ere now re a d y  
to  t a l k  c o m fo rta b ly  among th e m se lv e s  ab o u t a  v a r i e t y  o f d e e p e r ,  
sometim es s e n s i t i v e ,  m ora l i s s u e s .
T each ing  A s s i s ta n t s
The f i r s t  m a jo r l o g i s t i c a l  s te p  i n  im p lem en tin g  and 
d e s ig n in g  th e  s tu d y  was to  s e l e c t  u n d e rg ra d u a te  TAs one s e m e s te r  
in  advance o f  th e  a c tu a l  c l a s s .  Upon s t a r t i n g  th e  c l a s s  th e  
t r a in i n g  program  b eg an .
S e le c t io n
Each p sy ch o lo g y  te a c h e r  a t  th e  U n iv e r s i ty  was a sk ed  
to  nom inate  a  few  s tu d e n ts  re g a rd e d  a s  TA m a t e r i a l .  Upon 
co m p le tin g  q u e s t io n n a i r e  and in te r v ie w  p ro c e d u re s  re se m b lin g  
th o se  o f E e rn a ld  (1975) upon ta k in g  th e  DIT, th e s e  c a n d i­
d a te s  w ere ask ed  to  d e m o n s tra te  c r i t e r i o n  r e l a t e d  s k i l l s  b y  
co n d u c tin g  mock d is c u s s io n s  o f B. P . S k in n e r 's  W alden Two 
w ith  a n o th e r  a p p l ic a n t  and me.
A p p lic a n ts  g u id ed  th e  d is c u s s io n  w ith  g iv e n , c o n tr iv e d  
q u e s tio n s  l i k e  th o s e  l a t e r  to  be  w r i t t e n  by  t h e i r  own s tu d e n ts
22
un d er th e  q u e s t io n  method.. TA s e l e c t io n  em phasized  a d e p tn e s s  
in  u s in g  th e  q u e s t io n s  and im p ro v is in g  upon them  to  keep  th e  
d is c u s s io n  g o in g .
From th e s e  a p p l i c a n t s  12 s tu d e n ts  w ere s e le c t e d  as  
TAs. The mean o f  t h e i r  DIT s c o re s  was 56 P%, th e  ra n g e  ru n n in g  
from 45 to  75 P%. (Not in c lu d e d  i n  t h i s  ra n g e  was a s c o re  o f 
28 P% f o r  one TA who p e rm a n e n tly  to o k  a n o th e r 's  p la c e  i n  th e  
e a r ly  p a r t  o f  th e  s e m e s te r .  A lth o u g h  ex trem e i n  t h i s  s e n se , 
she d id  n o t ap p e a r  to  have ex trem e e f f e c t s  upon e i t h e r  o f  h e r  
two g roups i n  te rm s  o f  DIT g a in .  N e ith e r  one was e v e n tu a l ly  
in  th e  u p p e r o r  lo w er q u a r t i l e s  o f th e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  24 
group means f o r  DIT g a i n . )
Of th e  12 TAs th e r e  w ere s ix  sophom ores, two ju n io r s ,  
and fo u r  s e n io r s .  The women and men numbered n in e  and t h r e e .  
They in c lu d e d  sev en  p sy ch o lo g y  m a jo rs  and f iv e  who w ere e i t h e r  
u n d ec id ed  o r  w ere n o t p sy c h o lo g y  m a jo rs . The mean number o f  
p sy ch o lo g y  c o u rs e s  ta k e n  by them  b e f o re  becom ing TAs was 5 .6 ,  
ra n g in g  from  1 t o  8 . On th e  U n i v e r s i t y 's  g ra d in g  sy stem , w here 
A = 4 .0 ,  th e  mean o f th e  TAs' o v e r a l l  GPAs was 3*4, ra n g in g  
from 2 .9  to  3 .8 .  The mean GPA f o r  a l l  s tu d e n ts  a t  th e  
U n iv e r s i ty  was i n  th e  v i c i n i t y  o f  2 .8 ,  ab o u t a B -.
T ra in in g  and s u p e rv is io n
Each TA was e n r o l le d  i n  a c r e d i t  c o u rse  on th e  te a c h in g  
of p sy ch o lo g y . The tim e  i n  c l a s s  f o r  a TA am ounted to  two 
hours  o f m e e tin g  w ith  o th e r  TAs and me on th e  f i r s t  day  o f  
each week and f o u r  h o u rs  o f m e e tin g  w ith  h i s  s tu d e n ts  l a t e r  
in  th e  week. On th e  f i r s t  day  o f  th e  week th e r e  w ere two TA
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m e e tin g s , th e  f i r s t  f o r  th e  f i r s t  s ix  TAs, th e  second  f o r  th e  
second s ix  TAs. T hus, TA m ee tin g s  c o u ld  h e  co n d u c ted  more o r 
l e s s  a s  m odels o f  th e  s tu d e n t  m e e tin g s  t o  he h e ld  l a t e r  i n  
th e  week, th e  same r a t i o  o f  le a d e r  to  p a r t i c i p a n t s  h o ld in g  i n  
each c a s e .
TAs p re p a re d  f o r  each  w eekly  TA m ee tin g  h y  r e a d in g  th e  
a ss ig n e d  p a p e rb a c k , e i t h e r  W alden Two (S k in n e r , 19 7 6 ), 
Sum m erhill ( N e i l l ,  I 9 6 0 ) ,  o r  The A rt o f Loving (Fromm, 1 9 5 6 ). 
From t h i s  r e a d in g  th e  TA th e n  e x t r a c te d  a m ora l dilemma and 
a p p ro p r ia te  fo llo w -u p  o r  p ro h e  q u e s t io n s .  From th e  dilem m as 
and p ro h e s  su b m itte d  h y  a l l  o f th e  TAs, I  s e l e c t e d — sim p ly  on 
a s u b je c t iv e  b a s i s — th e  two dilem m as t h a t  ap p ea red  to  be m ost 
p ro m isin g  f o r  d i s c u s s io n  a t  each  o f  th e  s tu d e n t  m e e tin g s  to  be 
h e ld  l a t e r  i n  th e  week.
At each  TA m ee tin g  we w ould h o ld  a d is c u s s io n  o f  e i t h e r  
o r b o th  o f  th e  s e le c te d  dilem m as and o f one o r  two o th e r  
dilemmas b a se d  on work by  K o h lb e rg 's  s t a f f .  Sometimes I  would 
p la y  th e  r o l e  o f th e  d is c u s s io n  le a d e r  and som etim es I  would 
ask one o r  a n o th e r  o f th e  TAs to  be th e  d i s c u s s io n  le a d e r .  
O v e ra ll ,  TAs became q u i te  a d e p t a t  t h i s  fo rm a t, o f te n  e n a b lin g  
th e  d is c u s s io n  to  c o n tin u e  a t  l e n g th  w ith  l i t t l e  o r  no i n t e r ­
v e n tio n  from  me.
N ote t h a t  I  was th u s  i n  an ad v an tag eo u s  p o s i t i o n  to  
a s s e s s  th e  e x te n t  to  w hich  each  TA was s k i l l f u l  i n  th e  u se  of 
S o c ra t ic  te c h n iq u e s  to  fo c u s  th e  d is c u s s io n  upon c o n f l i c t  
about m oral i s s u e s .  S in ce  TAs knew t h a t  I  was e v a lu a t in g  t h i s  
p ro b in g  a b i l i t y  and a l l  o th e r  a s p e c ts  o f  t h e i r  p erfo rm an ce  
s u b je c t iv e ly  as  one com ponent o f  t h e i r  c o u rse  g ra d e , my
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o b s e rv a t io n s  no doub t had m o t iv a t io n a l  e f f e c t s .  However, as 
w i l l  be  se e n  l a t e r ,  th e  a sse ssm e n t became u s e f u l  i n  an sw erin g  
a r e s e a r c h  q u e s t io n .
E x p e rim e n ta l D esign
Each o f th e  12 TAs was p u t i n  ch a rg e  o f two s ix - s tu d e n t  
g ro u p s . Eor each  TA th e  f i r s t  group u se d  th e  K ohlberg  d i s c u s ­
s io n  m ethod f o r  th e  f i r s t  h a l f  of- th e  se m e s te r  th e n  sw itch e d  
to  th e  q u e s tio n  m ethod, th e r e b y  b e in g  d e s ig n a te d  sequence K-Q. 
The second  group re v e r s e d  th e  m ethods, th u s  u s in g  sequence 
Q-K. T h e re fo re , i n  a  n u t s h e l l ,  th e r e  w ere tw e lv e  TAs by  two 
sequences o f  m ethods, w ith  s i x  s tu d e n ts  a t  each  o f th e  24 
i n t e r s e c t i o n s  o r  d i s c u s s io n  g ro u p s .
As a  r e l a t e d  m a t te r ,  how ever, i t  m ust b e  m en tioned  t h a t  
one f e a t u r e  from th e  o r ig i n a l  d e s ig n  had  to  be  c a r r i e d  over 
in to  th e  r e v i s e d  d e s ig n , even th o u g h  no u s e f u l  p u rp o se  was 
se rv e d . S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  th e  o r ig i n a l  d e s ig n  a tte m p te d  to  
maximize th e  DIT g a in  u n d e r t h e  K oh lberg  m ethod by  em ploying 
s e v e ra l  g a in  p ro d u c in g  p r a c t i c e s  found  i n  th e  l i t e r a t u r e .  One 
of them i s  th e  m axim izing  o f v a r i a t i o n  i n  d i f f e r e n t  s ta g e s  of 
m oral r e a so n in g  i n  a p a r t i c u l a r  d is c u s s io n  group so t h a t  each  
member can  r e g u la r ly  h e a r  m ora l re a s o n in g  one s ta g e  above h i s  
o r h e r  own (e x c e p t f o r  th e  member a t  th e  h ig h e s t  s ta g e ,  who 
would n e c e s s a r i l y  o n ly  h e a r  lo w e r - s ta g e  r e a s o n in g ) .  Thus, 
in  each  o f th e  K-Q g ro u p s , v a r i a t i o n  among th e  s ix  p r e t e s t  DIT 
sc o re s  o f  th e  s tu d e n ts  was m axim ized. T hat i s ,  from  th e  72 
s tu d e n ts  who w ere to  b e  a s s ig n e d  to  th e  12 g ro u p s , th e  h ig h e s t  
12 s tu d e n ts  w ere each  a s s ig n e d  to  d i s t i n c t  g ro u p s , th e n  th e
n e x t h ig h e s t  12 s tu d e n ts  w ere a s s ig n e d  i n  th e  same m anner, and 
so on . In  c o n t r a s t  to  t h i s  v a r ia n c e  m ax im iz in g , s t r a t i f i e d  
random ass ig n m en t in  th e  K-Q g ro u p s , th e  a ss ig n m e n t in  th e  
Q-K groups was s t r i c t l y  random , so t h a t  i n  some o f  th e s e  g roups 
th e r e  was f a i r l y  w ide v a r i a t i o n  and i n  o th e r s  th e r e  was n o t .
P ro ce d u re
Each week each  s tu d e n t  was ask ed  to  a t t e n d  a  50 -m inu te  
l e c tu r e  and a  5 0 -m in u te  d i s c u s s io n  on b o th  Tuesday and T hursday  
a f te rn o o n s .  Only th e  d is c u s s io n s  w ere a c t u a l l y  r e q u i r e d  f o r  
g rad in g  p u rp o s e s ,  h u t  th r e e  ab sen ce s  w ere a llo w ed  from  them 
th ro u g h o u t th e  se m e s te r  w ith o u t p e n a l ty .  A ppendix B i s  th e  
c o u rse  s y l la b u s .
As n o te d , each  s tu d e n t  e x p e r ie n c e d  e i t h e r  th e  K-Q o r 
th e  Q-K sequence o f d is c u s s io n  m ethods. E a r ly  i n  th e  se m e s te r  
d u r in g  a l e c t u r e  p e r io d  th e  two m ethods w ere d e m o n s tra te d  in  
d e t a i l  by  h av in g  th e  TAs p la y  th e  r o le  o f  s tu d e n ts  w ith  me in  
th e  r o l e  o f t h e i r  TA. Each m ethod w i l l  now be d e s c r ib e d  in  
more d e t a i l .
Method K(A): D is c u s s io n  o f m ora l dilem m as
T h is  m ethod, named a f t e r  K oh lberg  and known to  s tu d e n ts  
as Method A, i s  a  m o d if ic a t io n  o f  a m ethod p ro p o se d  by 
G a lb ra i th  and Jones (1975, 1976) and d e r iv e d  from  K o h lb e rg 's  
th e o ry .  A ppendix C i s  th e  form  t h a t  i n s t r u c t e d  s tu d e n ts  in  
i t s  u s e .  In  e sse n c e  th e  m ethod in v o lv e s  p r e s e n t in g  s tu d e n ts  
w ith  a m ora l dilemma t h a t  c h a l le n g e s  t h e i r  own l e v e l  o f  m oral 
re a s o n in g  b u t  t h a t  can  be more s a t i s f a c t o r i l y  r e s o lv e d  a t  a
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h ig h e r  l e v e l  o f  r e a s o n in g .  A s in g le  dilemma— i f  "broad enough 
(a s ,  say , th e  H einz dilem m a, shown a l r e a d y  i n  T ab le  1 ) — can 
c h a lle n g e  any l e v e l  o f m ora l r e a s o n in g  (a s  shown "by th e  12 
Heinz a l t e r n a t i v e s ) .
As a b r i e f  a s id e ,  l e t  me g iv e  an  exam ple o f a  t y p i c a l  
dilemma and a  r e a c t i o n  to  i t —b u t  from  a l o c a l  c i t i z e n  in s te a d  
o f a s tu d e n t .  H ere i s  th e  H einz dilem m a, ro u g h ly  a s  I  s t a t e d  
i t  on a l o c a l ,  c a l l - i n  r a d io  show t h a t  was d e a l in g  w ith  m oral 
e d u c a tio n .
I f  H e in z 's  b e lo v e d  w ife  i s  d y in g  o f c a n c e r ,  w hich 
can  be c u red  by  an  e x h o r b i ta n t ly ,  u n f a i r l y  p r ic e d  
d ru g  t h a t  H einz a b s o lu te ly  can n o t a f f o r d ,  sh o u ld  
he  s t e a l  i t  from  th e  d r u g g is t  i f  t h a t  i s  th e  o n ly  
way to  sav e  h e r?
Upon in d i c a t in g  t h a t  m ost s tu d e n ts  i n  d is c u s s io n  say  "yes"  to
show g r e a t e r  v a lu e  f o r  l i f e  th a n  f o r  p r o p e r ty ,  I  was a t ta c k e d
by th e  n e x t c a l l e r .  He m a in ta in e d  t h a t  e d u c a to rs  a re  te a c h in g
young p e o p le  to  s t e a l ,  e s p e c i a l l y  to  s h o p l i f t ,  and t h a t  to  p u t
l i f e  above p r o p e r ty  was "co m m u n is tic" . A f te r  he  had hung up
th e  m o d era to r rem arked  some tim e  l a t e r  t h a t  t h i s  c a l l e r  had
m is in te r p r e te d  my rem ark . The c a l l e r  th e n  c a l l e d  back  to  g iv e
h is  name and a d d re s s  and to  c h a l le n g e  me to  a d e b a te  on th e
ra d io  o r i n  th e  l o c a l  n ew sp ap er. R a th e r  c l e a r l y ,  some c o n f l i c t
had been  c r e a te d  f o r  t h i s  man.
Under th e s e  c irc u m s ta n c e s ,  d e b a tin g  w ould n o t ,  I  am
f a i r l y  s u r e ,  have changed h i s  mind o r  h i s  m ora l r e a s o n in g ,  b u t
when s tu d e n ts  can  d is c u s s  i s s u e s  l i k e  t h i s  i n  a  warm, open,
n o n -d e fe n s iv e  a tm o sp h e re , i t  w ould seem p o s s ib l e  t h a t  m oral
re a so n in g  co u ld  undergo  a ch an g e . In d e e d , i n  a  l a t e r  su rv e y
of o p in io n  ab o u t th e  g ro u p s , each  s tu d e n t  was ask ed  to  r a t e
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th e  e x te n t  to  w hich th e r e  was a  "warm c l im a te ,  d e s p i t e  d i s ­
a g re e m e n ts ."  On a  5 - p o in t  s c a le  (w here 5 = " e x c e l le n t"  and 
4 = "good") th e  mean r a t i n g  was 4.4-0, w ith  o n ly  one group 
f a l l i n g  s l i g h t l y  below  4 .0 0 .
Under m ethod K a TA w ould b e g in  each  d is c u s s io n  p e r io d  
by ta k in g  l e s s  th a n  a  m in u te  to  r e a d  a lo u d  s h o r t  d e s c r ip t io n s  
of th r e e  m ora l d ilem m as. A ll  o f  th e s e  i s s u e s  f o r  th e  e n t i r e  
sem e ste r  w ere c o n ta in e d  i n  a document c a l l e d  th e  F i r e s id e  
F i f t y ,  rep ro d u c e d  i n  A ppendix D, and a b s t r a c te d  m o s tly  from  
B l a t t ,  Colby and S p e ic h e r  (1 9 7 4 ). Upon h e a r in g  each  dilemma 
th e  s ix  s tu d e n ts  w ould i n d i c a t e  by a show o f hands w hether 
th e y  fa v o re d  one h o rn  o f th e  dilem m a o r th e  o th e r  o r  w ere 
u n d ec id ed . The dilemma t h a t  p ro d u ced  th e  b e s t  s p l i t  i n  o p in io n s  
was th e n  u sed  i n  th e  d is c u s s io n  a week l a t e r ,  th u s  g iv in g  th e  
TAs a chance to  d is c u s s  i t  i n  th e  in te r v e n in g  TA m e e tin g . F or 
exam ple, h e re  i s  th e  e n c a p s u la te d  d e s c r ip t i o n  of a dilemma t h a t  
produced  good s p l i t s  in  m ost o f  th e  g ro u p s:
I f  th e  f a t h e r  i n  a  f a m ily  w ith  f o u r  c h i ld r e n  
becom es p a ra ly z e d  and th e  m other s t i l l  n eeds 
s e x , sh o u ld  she have an e x t r a m a r i t a l  a f f a i r  
o r  g e t  a  d iv o rc e ?
A f te r  th e  p r e l im in a r y  v o t in g  on th e  th r e e  dilem m as, 
th e  rem ain d er o f  th e  p e r io d  was s p e n t on two d ilem m as, n e a r ly  
25 m in u te s  on each . The f i r s t  was a f u l l e r ,  more d e t a i l e d  
v e r s io n  o f  th e  one s e le c te d  from  th e  l a s t  week, and th e  second  
was a  dilemma w r i t t e n  by one o f th e  TAs, e d i te d  by me w herever 
n e c e s s a ry , and b a se d  on th e  p r e s e n t  p a p e rb a c k  a ss ig n m e n t. An 
example o f  such  a  dilemma i s  g iv e n  i n  T ab le  2 .
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TABLE 2
EXAMPLE OP A MORAL DILEMMA AND PROBE QUESTIONS 
BASED ON WALDEN TWO: EREEDOM VS. CONTROL
E r a z ie r  c la im ed  t h a t  th e  m ost t e r r i f y i n g  q u e s t io n  
t h a t  he co u ld  a sk  C a s t le  w as, "What would you do i f  you found  
y o u r s e l f  i n  p o s s e s s io n  o f an e f f e c t i v e  s c ie n c e  o f  h e h a v io r"  
and co u ld  th e n  c o n t r o l  p e o p le ?  (p . 240) C a s t le  answ ered  t h a t  
he would dump t h i s  know ledge i n  th e  ocean  so t h a t  p e o p le  w ould 
he f r e e .
E r a z ie r  th e n  im p lie d  t h a t  we a r e  a l l  c o n t r o l l e d — l i k e  
i t  o r  n o t—hy so u rc e s  t h a t  we c an n o t i d e n t i f y  h u t  m is ta k e  f o r  
freedom . Thus, C a s t le  w ould he  p u t t i n g  th e  c o n t r o l  in to  
u n id e n t i f i e d  h an d s , say s  E r a z ie r ,  such  a s  th o s e  o f th e  
" c h a r la ta n ,  th e  dem agogue," th e  s a le s p e r s o n ,  " th e  h u l l y ,  th e  
c h e a t ,  th e  e d u c a to r ,  th e  p r i e s t . "
I f  t o t a l  c o n t r o l  i s  a f a c t  o f  l i f e ,  sh o u ld  i t  rem ain — 
as i t  i s  now— i n  th e  hands o f th e  p e o p le  E r a z ie r  m en tio n ed  o r  
shou ld  i t  he p u t  i n  b e t t e r  p la c e s ?
1. Who sh o u ld  d e c id e  what th e  word " b e t t e r " m eans? Can one 
p e rso n  e v e r  know what i s  r i g h t  f o r  a n o th e r?  How?
2. I s  E r a z ie r  i n f r in g in g  on a n y o n e 's  r i g h t s  hy  c o n t r o l l i n g  
them a t  Walden? ( D id n 't  th e y  a l l  a g re e  to  j o i n  u n d e r 
th o se  c o n d i t io n s ? )
3. I f  th e  w o rld  seems to  h e  f a l l i n g  f a r t h e r  and f a r t h e r  away 
from b e in g  c i v i l i z e d ,  sh o u ld  E r a z ie r  g iv e  h i s  te c h n iq u e s  
to  th e  w o rld  so t h a t  t o t a l  a n n i h i l a t i o n  can  he av o id ed ?
4 . Should p e o p le  s t r i v e  f o r  freedom  i f  th e r e  e x i s t s  th e  
p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  th e r e  i s  none?
5. What i f  3 /4  o f  th e  50 s t a t e s  r a t i f i e d  a  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
amendment t h a t  r e p la c e d  o u r p r e s e n t  governm ent h y  a B oard 
o f P la n n e rs ?  Would t h a t  he j u s t  o r  f a i r ?
6. I f  c o n t r o l  w ere i n s t i t u t e d  hy c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  amendment, 
would anyone e v e r  he  j u s t i f i e d  i n  b re a k in g  any o f th e  
law s t h a t  c o n t r o l l e d  him o r  h e r?  I s  b re a k in g  law s t h a t  
a m a jo r i ty  s u p p o r t  ev e r j u s t i f i e d ?  Why?
TAs were u rg e d  to  ta k e  th e  p ro b e  q u e s t io n s  q u i t e  
s e r io u s ly  and to  m em orize them  b e f o re  m ee tin g  w ith  t h e i r  
s tu d e n ts .  Much p r a c t i c e  i n  u s in g  p ro b e s  was g a in e d  i n  TA 
m eetin g s  a t  th e  s t a r t  o f each  week. The p ro b e s  w ere d e s ig n e d  
to  c r e a te  c o n f l i c t  b e tw een  m o ra l a t t i t u d e s  o r  b e l i e f s  a t  th e  
s tu d e n t 's  own l e v e l ,  to  make s tu d e n ts  q u e s t io n  th e  adequacy  
of them , and to  g e t  s tu d e n ts  t o  s e a rc h  f o r  and  h o p e f u l ly  f in d  
more a d e q u a te , c o n s i s t e n t ,  h ig h e r - s ta g e  m ora l r e a s o n in g .  F o r 
exam ple, p robe  5 i n  T ab le  2 seek s  t o  c r e a te  a  c o n f l i c t  be tw een , 
on th e  one h and , th e  c o n v e n tio n a l b e l i e f  o f A m ericans i n  freedom  
such t h a t  each  p e rs o n  i s  f r e e  to  c h a r t  h e r  own d e s t in y  and , on 
th e  o th e r  hand , th e  c o n v e n tio n a l b e l i e f  in  law  and o rd e r  a s  
s p e c i f ie d  by  th e  C o n s t i t u t io n .  Going f u r t h e r ,  p ro b e  6 opens 
th e  way to  a  c o n s id e r a t io n  o f  c i v i l  d is o b e d ie n c e .  I f  s tu d e n ts  
th em se lv es  f a i l e d  to  m en tio n  th e  l a s t  c o n c e p t,  th e n  a  TA on 
h i s  to e s  m igh t in tro d u c e  i t  b y  sa y in g  som eth ing  ab o u t th e  
B oston Tea P a r ty  o r  M a rtin  L u th e r  K in g 's  l e t t e r  from  a 
Birmingham j a i l .
At th e  c o n c lu s io n  o f  th e  d i s c u s s io n  o f each  dilemma 
th e  TA was i n s t r u c t e d  to  a sk  s tu d e n ts  t o  sum m arize th e  b e s t  
re a so n s  on each  s id e  o f th e  i s s u e .  The TA w ould a ls o  som etim es 
ask i f  t h e r e  was a  " r ig h t "  an sw er, a l th o u g h  th e r e  was no r e a l  
a tte m p t to  encourage  co n sen su s  on t h i s  p o i n t .  As p a r t  o f  th e  
o v e r a l l  g o a l o f  en c o u ra g in g  more p o s tc o n v e n tio n a l  r e a s o n in g , 
each d is c u s s io n  so u g h t to  le a v e  q u e s t io n s  i n  s tu d e n t s ' m inds 
about w hich re a s o n s  r e a l l y  w ere th e  b e s t .
S tu d e n ts  w ere n o t g rad ed  on th e  q u a l i t y  o f t h e i r  
d is c u s s io n  c o n t r ib u t io n s  b u t  w ere g ra d e d  on a  p a s s - f a i l  b a s i s
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on w hether th e y  a t te n d e d ,  t a lk e d  a h a re  minimum, and tu rn e d  
in  some w r i t t e n  w ork. R eg ard in g  th e  l a t t e r ,  s tu d e n ts  w ere 
in s t r u c t e d  to  l i s t e n  to  each  o th e r  c a r e f u l l y  enough to  w r i te  
a h r i e f  summary o f w hat any p a r t i c u l a r  s tu d e n t  s a id  d u r in g  
th e  d i s c u s s io n .  At th e  end o f  each  d i s c u s s io n  s tu d e n ts  w ere 
a s s ig n e d  th e  homework t a s k  o f  r e p o r t in g  o n ly  one o th e r  s t u d e n t 's  
s ta te m e n ts ,  and t h i s  s tu d e n t ,  c a l l e d  th e  Key P e rso n , was 
r e v e a le d  h y  th e  TA a t  th e  end o f th e  d is c u s s io n .  Upon r e tu r n in g  
to  th e .n e x t  d i s c u s s io n  each  s tu d e n t  was to  t u r n  h e r  r e p o r t  i n  
as a L is te n in g  S h ee t i n  d u p l i c a te .  The f i r s t  copy was g rad ed  
on p a s s - f a i l  hy  th e  TA, h u t  th e  second  copy went to  th e  Key 
P erso n . I t  was th e  l a t t e r ' s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  to  make w r i t t e n  
re sp o n se s  on each  s t u d e n t 's  L is te n in g  S h ee t and th e n  r e t u r n  
them to  th e  a p p r o p r ia te  s tu d e n ts  as  fe ed b ack  on how w e ll  th e y  
u n d e rs to o d  th e  Key P e rso n . Thus, a l th o u g h  n o t g ra d e d , t h i s  
second L is te n in g  S h eet h o p e fu l ly  e x e r te d  some p e e r  p r e s s u r e  
on s tu d e n ts  to  l i s t e n  c a r e f u l l y  to  each  o th e r  and to  p r e s e n t  
t h e i r  v iew s c l e a r l y .
Method Q (B ): D is c u s s io n  o f g e n e ra l  i s s u e s
T h is  m ethod, named a f t e r  q u e s tio n s  t h a t  s tu d e n ts  them­
se lv e s  w ro te  f o r  d is c u s s io n ,  was known to  s tu d e n ts  as  Method 
B. I t  ev o lv ed  from  d is c u s s io n s  d i r e c te d  h y  TAs i n  s e v e r a l  o f  
my p re v io u s  c o u r s e s .  A ppendix E i s  th e  form  t h a t  i n s t r u c t e d  
s tu d e n ts  in  i t s  u s e .  In  e sse n c e  th e  m ethod in v o lv e s  h a v in g  
s tu d e n ts  c a r e f u l l y  fo rm u la te  and d is c u s s  t h e i r  own q u e s t io n s  
based  on th e  c u r r e n t  p ap e rb ack  a ss ig n m e n t.
31
B efo re  coming to  any d is c u s s io n  each, s tu d e n t  was to  
re a d  th e  S u m m erh ill, Walden Two, o r  A rt o f Loving  a s s ig n m e n t. 
From i t  he was to  s e l e c t  a  to p ic  o f  i n t e r e s t  to  h im s e lf  and 
o f l i k e l y  i n t e r e s t  to  o th e r  group  members. On t h i s  to p i c  a 
d is c u s s io n  q u e s t io n  was to  be  w r i t t e n  on an in d e x  c a rd ,  so a s  
to  encourage c o n c is e n e s s .  The q u e s t io n  was to  i n t e g r a t e  th e  
paperback  w ith  th e  c o u rse  t e x t  ( o r  o th e r  r e a d in g s )  o r  w ith  
r e a l  l i f e ;  p r e f e r a b ly  a l l  th r e e  w ere to  be i n t e g r a t e d .  Ques­
t io n s  were t o  r e f l e c t  th in k in g  i n  t h e i r  f o rm u la t io n ,  w ere to  
be as  c o n t r o v e r s i a l  a s  p o s s ib l e ,  and w ere to  have no c l e a r c u t  
easy  an sw ers . S tu d e n ts  were g iv e n  th e  fo llo w in g  q u e s t io n  a s  
an example t h a t  m eets  th e  s p e c i f i e d  c r i t e r i a :
F r a z i e r 's  sheep  used  to  av o id  th e  fe n c e  b e cau se  
i t  was e l e c t r i f i e d .  However, even a f t e r  he 
p e rm a n e n tly  "unplugged" i t ,  th e y  and even t h e i r  
o f f s p r in g  a v o id ed  i t .  I s  t h i s  " t r a d i t i o n "  in  
any way l i k e  any human t r a d i t i o n s ,  such  as  
s a n c t io n s  a g a in s t  p r e m a r i t a l  se x  o r  a d u l tu ry ?
Why o r  why n o t?
For exam ples o f  q u e s t io n s  t h a t  s tu d e n ts  a c t u a l l y  w ro te , see
Appendix F .
H aving w r i t t e n  th e  q u e s t io n ,  th e  s tu d e n t  would th e n  go 
to  th e  d is c u s s io n  m e e tin g . H ere he w ould ta k e  h i s  t u r n  i n  a 
c i r c l e ,  m o n ito red  by th e  TA. A t u r n  c o n s is te d  o f h a v in g  th e  
s tu d e n t re a d  o f f  th e  q u e s t io n  to  c o l le a g u e s  and th e n —w ith  th e  
h e lp  o f th e  TA when n e c e s s a ry — keep  th e  d i s c u s s io n  g o in g  f o r  
about 8 to  10 m in u te s . Thus, each  of th e  s ix  s tu d e n ts  would
g e t one tu r n  i n  th e  50-m in u te  d i s c u s s io n  p e r io d .
U nder t h i s  m ethod th e  g ra d in g  was e s s e n t i a l l y  th e
same a s  u n d e r th e  o th e r  m ethod. T hat i s ,  d i s c u s s io n  c o n t r ib u ­
t io n s  w ere n o t g ra d e d , b u t  a t te n d a n c e ,  t a lk in g  a t  l e a s t
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m in im a lly , and tu r n in g  i n  a  q u e s t io n  c a rd  w ere g rad e d  on a 
p a s s - f a i l  b a s i s .  I t  was th o u g h t t h a t  p e e r  p r e s s u r e  w ould i n  
most c a s e s  in s u r e  t h a t  p u b l i c ly  r e a d  q u e s t io n  c a rd s  would b e  
of s u f f i c i e n t  q u a l i t y  so a s  n o t  to  b e  a  w aste  o f an  e n t i r e  
d is c u s s io n  g ro u p 's  t im e .
S u b je c ts
I n  th e  in t r o d u c to r y  p sy ch o lo g y  c o u rse  t h a t  s u p p lie d  
th e  Ss th e r e  were 98 fresh m en , 31 sophom ores, 11 j u n i o r s ,  3 
s e n io rs , and 1 g ra d u a te  s tu d e n t ,  t o t a l i n g  144. T here w ere 94- 
women and 50 men. F o r 98 s tu d e n ts  th e  c o u rse  was e l e c t i v e ,  
b u t f o r  46 s tu d e n ts  i t  was n o t .  S in ce  th e  c l a s s  and group 
m eeting  tim e s  w ere l a t e  i n  th e  a f te rn o o n s — an u n p o p u la r  tim e  
s l o t —m ost s tu d e n ts  had b een  a s s ig n e d  to  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  s e c t io n  
of th e  c o u r s e ,  r a t h e r  th a n  s e l e c t i n g  i t .  T here w ere 25 
p sycho logy  m a jo rs . A lth o u g h  s p e c i f i c  SAT s c o re s  w ere n o t 
r e a d i ly  a v a i l a b l e ,  th e  s tu d e n ts  came from  a s tu d e n t  body  in  
which th e  v e r b a l  mean was 477 and th e  q u a n t i t a t i v e  mean was 
539, b o th  means above th e  n a t io n a l  m eans.
CHAPTER III
RESULTS
T h is  c h a p te r  w i l l  d e s c r ib e  th e  m easu res  r e c o rd e d .
Then i t  w i l l  p r e s e n t  th e  summary v a lu e s  a c t u a l l y  o b ta in e d  on 
th e s e  m easu re s , and i t  w i l l  show some o f  th e  r e l a t i o n s  among 
them .
M easures R ecorded
C ast in  r e s e a r c h  te rm s , th e  s tu d y  had two p u rp o s e s .
The p r im a ry  one was t o  d e m o n s tra te  a p o s s ib le  c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n  
betw een te a c h in g  m ethods and r e s u l t i n g  changes w i th in  s tu d e n ts .  
The seco n d a ry  one was to  e x p lo re  o th e r  v a r i a b l e s  t h a t  m igh t 
be u s e fu l  i n  e x p la in in g  any p r im a ry  r e l a t i o n s  t h a t  m a te r ia l i z e d  
h o p e fu lly ,  s u g g e s t io n s  f o r  f u r t h e r  r e s e a r c h  w ould a l s o  em erge.
P rim ary  v a r i a b l e s :  M o stly  e x p e r im e n ta l
Two c l a s s e s  o f  v a r i a b l e s — th e  in d e p e n d e n t and th e  
dependent on es— w ere e x p e r im e n ta l .  In  a d d i t i o n ,  a c o v a r ia te  
was in c lu d e d .
In d ep en d en t v a r i a b l e s — The o r i g i n a l  p la n  had  c a l l e d  f o r  
th e  two m ethods th e m se lv e s— K and Q— to  be th e  two v a lu e s  on 
a q u a l i t a t i v e  in d e p e n d e n t v a r i a b l e .  However, th e  r e v i s e d  p la n  
made th e  two seq u en ces  o f  m ethods— K-Q and Q-K— th e  two v a lu e s  
on a m ethods seq u en c in g  in d e p e n d e n t v a r i a b l e .
In  a d d i t io n ,  TAs th e m se lv e s  w ere tw e lv e  v a lu e s  on 
a n o th e r  q u a l i t a t i v e  in d e p e n d e n t v a r i a b l e .  Y et i f  TAs co u ld  
be o rd e re d  on some m e tr ic  b a s i s ,  i t  would d e f in e  a q u a n t i t a t i v e
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in d ep en d en t v a r i a b l e ,  th u s  m aking t r e n d  a n a ly s e s  p o s s ib l e .
Two such  q u a n t i t a t i v e  v a r i a b l e s  on TAs d id  in d e e d  su g g e s t 
th em selv es  on a t h e o r e t i c a l  b a s i s .  The f i r s t  was th e  p r e l im in a r y  
DIT s c o re s  o f th e  TAs, a s  r e p o r te d  e a r l i e r .  The second  was th e  
a b i l i t y  o f TAs to  a sk  t h e i r  s tu d e n ts  p ro b in g  fo llo w -u p  q u e s tio n s  
t h a t  fo c u se d  on m ora l i s s u e s .
T h is  s k i l l ,  h e n c e fo r th  c a l l e d  p ro b in g  a b i l i t y ,  was 
o r ig in a l ly  to  have b e en  r a t e d  by  a  m a s te r  TA who w ould have 
v i s i t e d  a l l  TAs i n  t h e i r  r e s p e c t iv e  s tu d e n t  d i s c u s s io n  g ro u p s .
A s p e c ia l  m a s te r  TA d id  i n  f a c t  p e rfo rm  t h i s  d u ty , b u t  o n ly  
s p o r a d ic a l ly ,  b e c au se  she a ls o  was needed  to  ta k e  th e  p la c e  o f
TAs who w ere a b s e n t o r— i n  one c a s e — q u i t  s c h o o l.  Thus, r a t h e r
th a n  r e l y  upon in c o m p le te  r a t i n g s  o f  p ro b in g  a b i l i t y ,  I  m y se lf  
rank  o rd e re d  th e  TAs on t h i s  a b i l i t y .  My r a t i n g s  w ere b a se d  
on what I  c o u ld  o b se rv e  i n  TA m e e tin g s , w here each  TA had b een  
g iv en  a number o f o p p o r tu n i t i e s  to  p la y  th e  r o l e  o f  a  d is c u s s io n  
le a d e r .  A lthough  i t  i s  p o s s ib l e  t h a t  a  TA 's d e g re e  o f  p ro b in g  
a b i l i t y  u n d e r th e  g aze  o f h e r  p e e r s  and te a c h e r  m igh t n o t 
t r a n s f e r  to  th e  a c tu a l  s tu d e n t  d i s c u s s io n  g ro u p s , th e  r a t i n g s  
t h a t  I  made o f  t h i s  a b i l i t y  w ere l a t e r  to  su g g e s t  a  r a t h e r  
re v e a l in g  r e l a t i o n .
D ependent v a r i a b l e s —D uring  th e  f i r s t  c l a s s  m e e tin g  
s tu d e n ts  com pleted  th e  DIT, d e s c r ib e d  p r e v io u s ly .  Then th r e e  
months l a t e r  a t  th e  end o f th e  s e m e s te r ,  t h i s  s c a le  was
a d m in is te re d  a g a in .  Thus, th e  amount o f  change i n  m oral
re a so n in g  a s  m easured  by th e  DIT, c o u ld  b e  a s s e s s e d .
The rem a in in g  c a te g o ry  o f  d ep en d en t v a r i a b l e s  was 
r a t in g s  o f s a t i s f a c t i o n  by  s tu d e n ts .  F i r s t ,  th e y  w ere asked
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to  g iv e  an e a r l y ,  t e n t a t i v e  r a t i n g  on a  5 - p o in t ,  L ik e r t  s c a le  
o f th e  o v e r a l l  e d u c a t io n a l  v a lu e  o f  th e  f i r s t  m ethod t h a t  
th ey  were u s in g — e i t h e r  K o r  Q. T hus, th e  s im p le  m ain e f f e c t s  
of m ethods K and Q when each was a d m in is te re d  f i r s t  i n  th e  
sequence were a s s e s s e d .  Then a t  th e  end o f  th e  c o u rse  each  
s tu d e n t r a t e d  th e  o v e r a l l  e d u c a t io n a l  v a lu e  o f  e i t h e r  th e  K-Q 
o r th e  Q-K seq u en ce ; th u s ,  th e  m ain e f f e c t s  o f  th e  two seq u en ces  
were a s s e s s e d .  F i n a l l y ,  a t  th e  end o f  th e  s e m e s te r  on t h i s  
same L ik e r t  s c a le  each  s tu d e n t  r a t e d  m ethods K and Q s e p a r a te ly .  
A ll o f th e  L ik e r t  r a t i n g s  w ere u n d e rs to o d  hy  s tu d e n ts  to  b e  an  
assignm ent t h a t  f u l f i l l e d  p a r t  o f  t h e i r  l a b o r a to r y  p a r t i c i p a ­
t io n  re q u ire m e n t. S tu d e n ts  p u t  o n ly  t h e i r  S o c ia l  S e c u r i ty  
num bers, n o t t h e i r  nam es, on th e  r a t i n g  fo rm s , w hich w ere 
g u a ran teed  to  be  k e p t c o n f i d e n t i a l .
A c o v a r i a t e :  Dogmatism—A s tu d e n t 1s s ta g e  o f m oral
re a so n in g , c o n ce iv ed  i n  K o h lb e rg 's  te rm s , c o u ld  be c o n s id e re d  
to  be a s p e c i f i c  com plex c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f th e  s t u d e n t 's  
e n t i r e  m en ta l system  o f b e l i e f s  and d i s b e l i e f s  ab o u t ev e ry ­
th in g —p h ilo s o p h y , e t h i c s ,  r e l i g i o n ,  p o l i t i c s ,  s c ie n c e ,  p r a c t i c a l  
m a t te r s ,  and so on . Such a  system  can  be  p o r tr a y e d  a s  f a l l i n g  
on a continuum  from  open to  c lo s e d ,  a c c o rd in g  to  Rokeach ( i9 6 0 ) .
A system  i s  open to  th e  e x te n t  t h a t ,  f i r s t ,  r e l a t i o n s  b o th  
betw een and w ith in  a l l  p a r t s  o f  th e  e n t i r e  b e l i e f - d i s b e l i e f  
system  can  b e  seen  f o r  what th e y  a r e  and , seco n d , th e r e  i s  n o t  
an a b s o lu te ,  i r r e v o c a b le  r e j e c t i o n  o f  d i s b e l i e f  su b sy stem s— 
say , f a s c is m , a th e ism , o r  w h a te v e r .
From th e s e  two r e l a t e d  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f th e  open 
mind i t  w ould seem to  fo llo w  t h a t  more o penness would im ply  a
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g r e a te r  l ik e l ih o o d  o f  s e e in g  t r u e  c o n f l i c t s  o r  c o n t r a d ic t io n s  
w ith in  th e  b e l i e f  sy stem , w hich  w ould in c lu d e  th e  b e l i e f s  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  o n e 's  m ora l s ta g e ,  such  a s  th e  s ta g e -4  b e l i e f  
th a t  a u t h o r i t i e s  sh o u ld  alw ays be obeyed . I t  w ould a l s o  seem 
to  fo llo w  t h a t  th e  d is c o v e ry  o f  c o n f l i c t s  w i th in  o n e 's  own 
b e l i e f  system  w ould , i n  th e  open m ind, make s e r io u s  e x am in a tio n  
and p o s s ib le  a c c e p ta n c e  o f p r e v io u s ly  r e j e c t e d  d i s b e l i e f  sub­
system s more l i k e l y .  I f  th e s e  d i s b e l i e f  su b sy stem s in c lu d e  
b o th  low er and h ig h e r  s ta g e s  and i f ,  as  K ohlberg  a s s e r t s ,  th e  
h ig h e r  s ta g e s  a r e  l e s s  c o n f l i c t  la d e n ,  th e n  th e  more open th e  
mind, th e  more l i k e l y  i t  i s  t h a t  d is c u s s io n - a r o u s e d  c o n f l i c t s  
w i l l  in d u ce  movement to  h ig h e r  s ta g e s ,  t h a t  i s ,  t h e  more l i k e l y  
a g a in  i n  DIT s c o r e s ,  o p e r a t io n a l ly  sp e a k in g .
Rokeach m easu res  openm indedness w ith  th e  Dogmatism 
S c a le . I f ,  a s  K oh lberg  m a in ta in s ,  th e  h ig h e r  th e  s ta g e ,  th e  
more c o g n it iv e -m o ra l  d ev e lo p m en t, t h a t  i s ,  th e  m ore movement, 
th en  dogm atism  a s  th e  o p p o s ite  o f openm indedness sh o u ld  c o r r e ­
l a t e  n e g a t iv e ly  w ith  p o s tc o n v e n tio n a l  th in k in g  o r  DIT s c o re s .  
Such a r e l a t i o n  was in d e e d  o b ta in e d  i n  a p i l o t  s tu d y  t h a t  I  
perform ed on a p re v io u s  in t r o d u c to r y  p sy ch o lo g y  c l a s s ,  w hich 
y ie ld e d  a P e a rso n  c o r r e l a t i o n  o f  - 0 .4 8  (£  < .0 5 )  betw een  th e  
Dogmatism S c a le  and P% o f  th e  DIT.
I t  would th u s  seem t h a t  any c o g n i t iv e  movement w i th in  
a p a r t i c u l a r  se m e s te r  sh o u ld  a l s o  c o r r e l a t e  n e g a t iv e ly  w ith  
dogm atism . I t  w ould a ls o  seem l i k e l y  t h a t  b y  rem oving th e  
dogmatism com ponent from  DIT s c o re s  o r  DIT g a in  s c o re s ,  a s  in  
an a n a ly s is  o f c o v a r ia n c e , th e  power o f  th e  s t a t i s t i c a l  t e s t  
shou ld  b e  im proved . Kor th e s e  two re a s o n s  th e  4 0 - ite m
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Dogmatism S c a le  (Form E; Rokeach., I9 6 0 ) was a d m in is te re d  to  
each o f th e  144 s tu d e n ts  d u r in g  th e  f i r s t  c l a s s  m e e tin g .
Secondary  v a r i a b l e s :  M o stly  e x p lo r a to ry
In  o rd e r  to  examine some o th e r  p o s s ib le  r e l a t i o n s  t h a t  
cou ld  be e i t h e r  e x p la n a to ry  o r  h e u r i s t i c ,  th e  r e s e a r c h  e f f o r t  
g a th e re d  v a r io u s  r a t i n g s —by s tu d e n ts ,  by  TAs, and  by  me.
R a tin g s  o f  d is c u s s io n s  by  s tu d e n ts —S tu d e n ts  r a t e d  
d i f f e r e n t  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f th e  TAs and th e  two d is c u s s io n  
m ethods. A ll  such  ite m s  a r e  shown i n  T ab le  3-
R a tin g s  by  TAs—The TAs w ere a l s o  a sk e d  to  r a t e  s tu d e n ts  
on two a s p e c ts  o f  t h e i r  d is c u s s io n  p e rfo rm an ce . H aving f i l l e d  
ou t th e  DIT and h a v in g  s c o re d  o th e r  u n id e n t i f i e d  D ITs, each  
TA was a sk ed  to  ra n k  o rd e r  th e  s ix  s tu d e n ts  i n  one o f  h e r  
groups b a sed  on w hat she e s t im a te d  th e  DIT s c o re s  to  b e . TAs 
n ev e r  knew th e  a c t u a l  s c o re s  and  th u s  had  m a in ly —p e rh a p s  
on ly— th e  s tu d e n t s ' s ta te m e n ts  i n  d is c u s s io n s  a s  a  b a s i s  on 
which to  ju d g e . TAs d id  t h i s  o n ly  f o r  g ro u p s t h a t  had  m ethod 
K f i r s t ,  t h a t  i s ,  th e  g ro u p s i n  w hich th e  DIT d i s p e r s io n  had  
been m axim ized. The r a t i n g s  w ere made th e  week a f t e r  m ethod 
K ended f o r  th e s e  g ro u p s .
The second  e s tim a te  o f  s tu d e n ts  by  TAs was made a f t e r  
each m ee tin g . S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  s tu d e n t s ' L is te n in g  S h e e ts  ( s e e  
Appendix C ), a l th o u g h  g iv e n  p a s s - f a i l  m arks f o r  g ra d in g  p u rp o s e s ,  
were a l s o  ran k  o rd e re d  on th e  b a s i s  o f  th e  TA 's p e r c e p t io n  o f  th e  
s tu d e n ts ' a c c u ra c y  i n  com prehending what th e  Key P e rso n  ( s e e  
Appendix C) had  s a id .  These ra n k in g s  w ere th e n  a v e ra g e d  o v e r 
a l l  o f  a  s tu d e n t ' s L is te n in g  S h e e ts  to  g iv e  an  o v e r a l l  p i c t u r e  
o f how w e ll  he u n d e rs to o d  th e  m ora l re a so n in g  o f  o th e r s .
TABLE 3
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STUDENT EVALUATION OE INSTRUCTION: 
THE DISCUSSION GROUPS
For purposes of g rad ing  your TA f a i r l y  and conducting  v a l id  
re se a rc h  i t  i s  most im portan t th a t  you answer com plete ly  and 
a c c u ra te ly . As your in s t r u c to r  I  g ive  you my word th a t  t h i s  
sh ee t w il l  be he ld  in  s t r i c t e s t  co n fid en ce . A lso , your name 
w i l l  never appear on i t .
P lea se  r a t e  each of th e  fo llo w in g  item s in  term s o f g en e ra l 
q u a l i ty  by c i r c l in g  th e  a p p ro p ria te  number:
E x ce lle n t Good Average Poor Awful
Your TA
1 . Knowledge of
psychology 5 4 3 2
2. F r ie n d lin e s s  o r
ra p p o rt 5 4 . 3 2
3. S k i l l  in  prom oting
d isc u ss io n 5 4 3 24 . O vera ll e f fe c t iv e n e ss
as  a  TA 5 . 4 3 2
Method A (T alk , th en  
l i s t e n in g  sh e e ts )
1 . Relevance to  th e  l iv e s
o f s tu d e n ts  5 4 3 2
2 . Exchange of id eas
between s tu d e n ts  5 4 3 2
3 . Ability to cause dis­
agreements (whether
f r ie n d ly  ones or n o t)  5 4 - 3 2
4-. Warm c lim a te , d e sp ite
d isagreem ents 5 4 - 3 2
5 . Prom otion of new
op in ions in  you 5 4 - 3 2
6 . F o s te rin g  of p e rso n a l
grow th 5 4 - 3 2
7 . Value of th e  l i s t e n in g
sh e e ts  5 4- 3 2
8 . O v era ll ed u ca tio n a l
v a lu e  5 4 ■' 3 2
Method B (Q uestion c a rd s , 
th en  ta lk )
1 . Relevance to  th e  l iv e s
o f s tu d e n ts  5 4 - 3 2
2 . Exchange o f id e a s
between s tu d e n ts  5 4 - 3 2
3. Ability to cause dis­
agreements (whether
f r ie n d ly  ones o r n o t)  5 4 - 3 2
4-. Warm c lim a te , dpvpite
d isagreem ents 5 4- 3 2
5 . Prom otion of new
opin ions in  you 5 4  3 2
6 . F o s te rin g  of p e rso n a l
growth 5 4 3 2
7 . Value of the q u es tio n
ca rd s  5 4 3 2
8 . O vera ll educa tio n a l
va lue  5 4 3 2
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R a tin g  b y  c o u rse  i n s t r u c t o r :  E ssay  q u e s t io n  on
lo v in g — S in ce  p r in c ip l e d  m ora l r e a s o n in g  m igh t seem to  he  
r e l a t e d  to  E r ic h  Eromm's co n c e p t o f  lo v in g ,  as  e x p re s se d  in  
The A rt o f  L o v in g , p e rh a p s  th e  r e l a t i o n  c o u ld  he  o p e r a t io n a l iz e d .  
A ll  t h a t  was needed  was a  m easure o f s tu d e n t s ' u n d e rs ta n d in g  
of Eromm's c o n c e p t. T h is  was o b ta in e d  from  s tu d e n ts  b y  s c o r in g  
t h e i r  r e sp o n s e s  to  th e  fo llo w in g  e s sa y  q u e s t io n  from  one of 
t h e i r  exam s:
What s i m i l a r i t i e s  ( i f  any) and d i f f e r e n c e s  ( i f  
any) do you see  betw een  w hat Fromm means by 
lo v in g  and what he s e e s  a s  th e  av e ra g e  p e r s o n 's  
m eaning o f  lo v e ?
My s tu d e n t  a s s i s t a n t ' ,  h av in g  e x c e p t io n a l ly  h ig h  a b i l i t y ,  
and I  b o th  re a d  Eromm to  come up in d e p e n d e n tly  w ith  th e  m ain 
p o in ts  f o r  a  good an sw er. Our i n t e r r a t e r  r e l i a b i l i t y  i n  g ra d in g  
a  random sam ple o f  12 e s sa y s  from  th e  144 was . 9 1 , w i th in  a 
co n fid e n ce  i n t e r v a l  from  .6 7  to  .9 8  (p_ < .0 5 ) .  Our m ain p o in t s  
were t h r e e .  F i r s t ,  i n  lo v in g  th e r e  i s  o n ly  g iv in g  w ith o u t 
e x p ec tin g  som eth ing  i n  r e t u r n ,  w hereas i n  lo v e  th e r e  i s  an 
e x p e c ta t io n  o f  m u tual exchange . Second, lo v in g  i s  an  a c t i v e ,  
v o lu n ta ry  p r o c e s s ,  w hereas lo v e  i s  som eth ing  p a s s iv e  t h a t  you 
i n v o lu n ta r i l y  f e e l  f o r  someone who i s  a t t r a c t i v e .  T h ird , 
lo v in g  e x te n d s  to  ev e ry o n e , w h e th e r o r  n o t  i n  o n e 's  own fa m ily ,  
g roup , o r  n a t io n ,  w hereas lo v e  i s  more o r  l e s s  i n  d i r e c t  
p r o p o r t io n  to  y o u r a c tu a l  s o c ia l  c o n ta c t  w ith  o r  know ledge 
of a n o th e r  p e rs o n .
Each o f th e  t h r e e  m ain c o n c e p ts  on each  s t u d e n t 's  p a p e r  
was aw arded p e rc e n ta g e  p o in t s  up to  some maximum, w hich was 35 
f o r  th e  f i r s t ,  35 f o r  th e  seco n d , and 30 f o r  th e  l a s t .
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P a r t i a l l y  a r t i c u l a t e d  an sw ers , i n d i c a t i n g  p a r t i a l  u n d e rs ta n d ­
in g , w ere s u b je c t iv e ly  aw arded p a r t i a l  c r e d i t .
V alues and [R e la tio n s  Pound
SPSS, th e  com puter r o u t in e  b y  H ie and c o l le a g u e s  
(1975)> c a l c u l a t e d  m ost o f  th e  fo llo w in g  s t a t i s t i c s ,  c o n s is t in g  
of summary v a lu e s ,  m easu res  o f r e l a t i o n ,  and t e s t s  o f  s i g n i f i c ­
ance . The a n a ly s i s  in c lu d e d  b o th  e x p e r im e n ta l and e x p lo r a to ry  
v a r i a b l e s .  (The N i s  n e a r ly  a lw ays s l i g h t l y  l e s s  th a n  144 due 
to  th r e e  s tu d e n ts  who d ropped  th e  c o u r s e ,  a n o th e r  whose d e a fn e s s  
s e v e re ly  ham pered com m unication , and  a v e ry  few  o th e r s  who 
cou ld  n o t  b e  l a t e r  t r a c k e d  down to  rem edy u n u sa b le  o r  m is s in g  
d a t a . )
E x p e rim en ta l f in d in g s
The r e s u l t s  t h a t  a d d re s s  th e m se lv e s  to  i d e n t i f y i n g  
c a u sa l r e l a t i o n s  can  b e  c o n s id e re d  u n d e r th e  h e a d in g s  o f  DIT 
g a in s , dogm atism , and g e n e r a l  r a t i n g s  b y  s tu d e n ts .
DIT g a in s — F or th e  K-Q sequence  o f m ethods th e  DIT 
y ie ld e d  p r e t e s t  and  p o s t t e s t  m eans o f  43.03 and 4 4 .2 0  P%, 
r e s p e c t iv e ly .  F o r th e  Q-K sequence  th e  r e s p e c t iv e  means w ere 
42 .27  and 45.53* Thus, f o r  th e  K-Q and Q-K seq u en ces  th e  mean 
DIT g a in s  w ere 1 .1 7  and 3*26 P%, r e s p e c t i v e l y .  However, t h i s  
d i f f e r e n c e  b e tw een  th e  two seq u en ces  i n  te rm s  o f  g a in  i s  n o t 
s i g n i f i c a n t ,  F = 1 .4 8  (1 ,1 3 6 ) ,  £ >  .0 5 .
The two p r e v a le n t  q u a n t i f i a b l e  a s p e c ts  o f  TAs, nam ely , 
t h e i r  DIT s c o re s  and t h e i r  p ro b in g  a b i l i t y  r a n k s ,  w ere r e l a t e d  
to  DIT g a in s  a s  f o l lo w s .  F i r s t ,  each  TA 's DIT s c o re  was p a i r e d
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w ith  th e  mean DIT g a in  f o r  h i s  o r  h e r  K-Q g ro u p , th e n  a c r o s s  
a l l  TAs th e s e  tw e lv e  p a i r s  w ere c o r r e l a t e d  to  y i e l d  a n o n s ig ­
n i f i c a n t  c o r r e l a t i o n  o f  - . 0 9 .  The same a n a ly s i s  was p erfo rm ed  
on th e  Q-K g ro u p s to  y i e l d  a n o th e r  n o n s ig n i f i c a n t  c o r r e l a t i o n  
o f .0 6 .
Second, each  TA 's p ro b in g  s k i l l  ra n k  was p a i r e d  w ith  
th e  mean DIT g a in  f o r  h i s  K-Q g ro u p , th e n  a  P e a rso n  p r o d u c t-  
moment c o r r e l a t i o n  ( th e  o n ly  ty p e  u sed  i n  t h i s  s tu d y )  was com­
p u ted  betw een th e  two m easu res  b u t  was n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t .  When 
I  re p e a te d  t h i s  p ro c e d u re  f o r  th e  Q-K g ro u p s , how ever, 
s ig n i f ic a n c e  ap p e a red  in  th e  form  o f  a  c o r r e l a t i o n  o f  .6 5 , p. < 
.0 5 . (A c c o rd in g ly , th e  c o r r e l a t i o n  betw een  th e  Q-K s tu d e n t s '
DIT g a in s  i n d i v i d u a l l y  and  t h e i r  r e s p e c t iv e  TAs p ro b in g  s k i l l s  
was .2 5 , p. <  .0 5 . )  T h is  r e s u l t  m ust be re g a rd e d  c a u t io u s ly ,  
b ecause  th e  l e v e l  o f  s ig n i f i c a n c e  i s  n o t  s t r o n g ,  and  th e  a n a ly s i s  
was somewhat p o s t  h o c , th e re b y  m aking Type I  e r r o r s  more l i k e l y .
Dogmatism, th e  DIT, and  c o v a r ia n c e  a n a l y s i s —The 
c o r r e la t io n  betw een  th e  p r e t e s t  and  p o s t t e s t  o f  th e  DIT was 
.66 (p_ <■ .0 1 ) ,  b u t  t h a t  betw een  th e  Dogmatism S c a le  and  th e  
DIT p o s t t e s t  was - .2 7  (p. ^  .0 1 ) .  S in ce  b o th  th e  p r e t e s t  and  
th e  Dogmatism S c a le  c o r r e l a t e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  w ith  th e  p o s t t e s t ,  
e i t h e r  one o f  th e  two c o v a r ia te s  c o u ld  be u se d  a s  a  c o v a r ia te  
in  an a n a ly s i s  o f  c o v a r ia n c e  on th e  p o s t t e s t .  I n  n e i t h e r  o f  
th e  two a n a ly s e s  o f  c o v a r ia n c e  t h a t  w ere th e n  p e rfo rm e d , how ever, 
d id  s ig n i f ic a n c e  o b ta in :  f o r  th e  p r e t e s t  a s  th e  c o v a r ia te  on
th e  p o s t t e s t ,  P (1 ,1 5 5 )  = 1 .4 5 , and  f o r  dogm atism  a s  th e  
c o v a r ia te  on th e  p o s t t e s t ,  P ( l ,  155) = 1 .7 8 .  T hus, by c o v a r i ­
ance a n a ly s is  th e  two seq u en ces  o f  m ethods d id  n o t  d i f f e r  from
each o th e r .  (The u se  o f  th e s e  two c o v a r i a t e s  was su g g e s te d  
by H a r r i s ,  1975, p p . 2 2 -2 3 .)  F i n a l l y ,  dogm atism  was u sed  as  
a c o v a r ia te  on s t i l l  a n o th e r  d ep en d en t v a r i a b l e ,  DIT g a in  
s c o re s ,  b u t  h e re  a g a in  th e r e  was no s i g n i f i c a n t  d i f f e r e n c e  
betw een seq u en ces  i n  th e  change th e y  p ro d u c ed , F (1 ,1 3 5 )  = 2 .1 3 .
S tu d e n t r a t i n g s  o f  d is c u s s io n :  G e n e ra l— In  th e  p r e ­
l im in a ry  r a t i n g  o f  d i s c u s s io n s  th e  s tu d e n ts  u s in g  method K and 
th o se  u s in g  m ethod Q gave th e  two m ethods mean r a t i n g s  o f 3*98 
and 4 .2 2 ,  r e s p e c t i v e l y  (w here 3 , 4 , and 5 w ere d e f in e d  as  
" a v e ra g e ,"  "g o o d ,"  and " e x c e l l e n t " ) .  T h is  d i f f e r e n c e  i s  
s i g n i f i c a n t ,  F (1 ,  110) = 4 .4 0 ,  £  < . 0 3 .
As in d ic a te d  e a r l i e r ,  each  s tu d e n t  a t  t h e  end of th e  
co u rse  r a t e d  e i t h e r  th e  K-Q o r th e  Q-K sequence ( i n  a d d i t io n  
to  r a t i n g  b o th  m ethods K and Q s e p a r a te ly  a s  shown i n  T ab le  3 ) .
In  t h i s  f i n a l  r a t i n g  o f  th e  two se q u en c es— t h a t  i s ,  what f o r  
each s tu d e n t  was an  o v e r a l l  r a t i n g  o f  a l l  d is c u s s io n s  th ro u g h o u t 
th e  se m e s te r— th e  K-Q s tu d e n ts  gave t h e i r  m e e tin g s  a  mean 
assessm en t o f 4 .1 6  (a  b i t  more th a n  "g o o d " ). In  c o n t r a s t ,  
th e  Q-K s tu d e n ts  aw arded t h e i r  g ro u p s a mean o f  4 .5 8  (more 
" e x c e l le n t"  th a n  "g o o d " ). These means a re  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  
d i f f e r e n t ,  F (1 , 137) = 9 .8 7 ,  £  < . 0 1 .
Looking more s p e c i f i c a l l y  a t  th e  f i n a l  a sse ssm e n t o f 
each m ethod, we s e e  t h a t  m ethod K was r a t e d  by  th e  K-Q s tu d e n ts  
and th e  Q-K s tu d e n ts  a t  means o f 3 .6 7  and  3 .9 7  (b o th  m o s tly  
"g o o d "), r e s p e c t iv e ly ,  F (1 , 135) = 4 .9 2 ,  £ <  .0 5 .  The d i r e c t i o n  
of t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e  was th e  same f o r  th e  mean r a t i n g s  o f m ethod 
Q, 3 .42  (above " a v e ra g e " )  and 3 .9 9  (a  h a i r  from  "g o o d "), F
4-3
Exploratory findings
To e x p lo re  v a r io u s  le a d s  th e  a n a ly s i s  com puted c o r r e ­
l a t i o n s  be tw een  v a r io u s  r a t i n g s  made by s tu d e n t s ,  b y  TAs, and 
by me.
S tu d e n t r a t i n g s  o f d is c u s s io n s  and TAs: S p e c i f i c s —
For each  d i s c u s s io n  group th e  mean o f  each  o f  th e  tw e n ty  
s p e c i f i c  i te m s  i n  T ab le  3 , show ing d i f f e r e n t  a s p e c ts  o f  th e  
TA and th e  two d is c u s s io n  m ethods, was com puted. F o r a l l  o f  
th e  tw e lv e  Q-K d is c u s s io n  g ro u p s  th e s e  means and th e  mean DIT 
g a in  were su b m itte d  to  a  c o r r e l a t i o n  a n a l y s i s ,  y i e ld in g  a 
c o r r e l a t i o n  m a t r ix ,  whose e n t r i e s  showed th e  c o r r e l a t i o n  
betw een each  o f  th e  210 p o s s ib le  p a i r s  o f  v a r i a b l e s .  Thus, 
f o r  th e  more p ro m is in g  Q-K sequence  i t  was p o s s ib le  to  lo o k  
f o r  c o r r e l a t e s  o f g a in s  i n  th e  DIT.
In  t h i s  m a tr ix  th r e e  p r e l im in a r y  f in d in g s  a re  o f n o te .  
F i r s t ,  DIT g a in  c o r r e l a t e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  w ith  none o f  th e  
tw en ty  i te m s .  Second, n e a r ly  h a l f  o f  t h e  e ig h t  i te m s  on method 
Q c o r r e l a t e d  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  w ith  each  o th e r ,  b u t  t h i s  i s  
p ro b a b ly  a t  l e a s t  p a r t l y  a r t i f a c t u a l  due t o  th e  h a lo  e f f e c t  o f  
t r y in g  to  remember th e  s p e c i f i c s  o f a  m ethod t h a t  each  s tu d e n t  
had l a s t  u se d  m ore th a n  s ix  weeks p r e v io u s ly .  T h ird , th e  o n ly  
s ig n i f i c a n t  c o r r e l a t i o n  be tw een  any o f th e  method K ite m s  and 
any o f th e  method Q ite m s  was t h a t  b e tw een  th e  a b i l i t y  o f  each  
method to  cau se  d is a g re e m e n ts :  r  = . 72, £  <  .0 1 .
These th r e e  ty p e s  o f  c o r r e l a t i o n s  in v o lv e d  ite m s  t h a t  
were th e n  rem oved from  th e  c o r r e l a t i o n  m a tr ix  i n  o rd e r  to  
o b ta in  a  more p a rs im o n io u s , u n d e r s ta n d a b le ,  and  u s e f u l  t a b l e .  
The re d u c ed  m a t r ix  i s  shown i n  T a b le  4 .
TABLE 4-
CORRELATIONS BETWEEN SELECTED ITEMS RATED BY 
STUDENTS WHO USED THE Q-K SEQUENCE OE METHODS
Teaching Assistant Method K
Friendliness Promotion of Overall 
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Note— Decimal points are omitted. Correlations for which. £<.001 have asterisks (*), 
whereas those for which £<.01 do not. Nonsignificant correlations are not shown.
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TA r a t in g s  o f s tu d e n ts —F or each  TA a c o r r e l a t i o n  
c o e f f i c i e n t  was com puted be tw een  ( a )  h i s  e s t im a te d  ra n k s  o f 
h i s  s ix  m ethod K s tu d e n ts  on th e  DIT and (b ) th o s e  s tu d e n t s ' 
a c tu a l  DIT s c o r e s .  The w e ig h te d  mean o f  th e  tw e lv e  c o r r e l a ­
t io n s — o b ta in e d  by  an  r - t o - £  t r a n s f o r m a t io n  (McNemar, 1962, 
p . 1 4 0 )—was 0.55? w hich was n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t ,  and th e y  ran g ed  
from 0 .9 3  to  - 0 .8 1 .  The tw e lv e  c o r r e l a t i o n s  w ere th e n  c o r r e ­
l a t e d  w ith  th e  TAs' DIT s c o re s .  The r e s u l t i n g  c o r r e l a t i o n  
was - 0 .1 2 ,  w hich a ls o  was n o t s i g n i f i c a n t .
A c o r r e l a t i o n  was com puted f o r  th e  mean ra n k  o f  each  
s tu d e n t 's  e n t i r e  s e t  o f  L is te n in g  S h e e ts  ( th ro u g h o u t th e  e n t i r e  
K h a l f  o f  th e  s e m e s te r )  and th e  amount o f  DIT g a in  f o r  each  
s tu d e n t ,  b o th  a c r o s s  a l l  o f  th e  Q-K s tu d e n t s .  ( I  e x p lo re d  
th e  Q-K r e l a t i o n s  r a t h e r  th a n  th e  Kj-Q ones b ecau se  th e  fo rm er 
seemed more p ro m is in g  i n  r e v e a l in g  w hat was shown t o  b e  more 
DIT g a in .  A lso , th e  Q-K N o f  72 p ro v id e s  v e ry  s t a b l e  e s t im a te s ,  
a lm ost a s  s ta b l e  a s  an  N o f  144, and p ro b a b ly  s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  
h e u r i s t i c  p u r p o s e s .)  T h is  c o r r e l a t i o n  b e tw een  th e  L is te n in g  
S h ee ts  and th e  DIT g a in  was n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t .  On th e  o th e r  
hand, t h i s  mean ra n k  o f each  s t u d e n t 's  c o l l e c t e d  L is te n in g  
S h ee ts  was found  to  c o r r e l a t e  w ith  th e  m u l t ip le  c h o ic e  s c o re s  
on th e  c o u rse  exams and w ith  th e  e s sa y  s c o re s  on th e s e  same 
exams. These c o r r e l a t i o n s  w ere 0 .4 0 ,  £  <  .0 0 1 , and 0 .2 8 ,
£  < .0 1 , r e s p e c t i v e l y .
I n s t r u c t o r  r a t i n g  o f  e s sa y  q u e s t io n :  P o s tc o n v e n tio n a l
lov ing?-—On th e  e s sa y  q u e s t io n  t h a t  c o n t r a s te d  lo v e  w ith  lo v in g , 
th e  mean s c o re  was 55 p e r c e n t ,  th e  ra n g e  ru n n in g  from  8 to  100 
p e r c e n t .  These s c o re s  d id  n o t c o r r e l a t e  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  w ith
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e i th e r  th e  p r e t e s t  o r  th e  p o s t t e s t  o f th e  DIT. However, th e  
sc o re s  d id  c o r r e l a t e  w ith  th e  ra n k in g s  on th e  L is te n in g  S h e e ts ,  
t h i s  c o r r e l a t i o n  b e in g  0 .2 7 ,  £  <  *01.
CHAPTER IV
DISCUSSION
I t  m igh t h e lp  t o  f i r s t  b r i e f l y  p u l l  some e a r l i e r  
s tr a n d s  t o g e th e r ,  th e n  u n ra v e l  them f o r  an e x te n d e d , c lo s e r  
lo o k . In  t h i s  f o u r th  and l a s t  c h a p te r  th e  m ain h y p o th e se s  
and s p e c u la t io n s  o f  th e  f i r s t  two c h a p te r s  w i l l  b e  sum m arized 
in  r e l a t i o n  to  th e  f in d in g s  o f  th e  t h i r d .  Then a  lo n g e r  
d is c u s s io n  w i l l  o f f e r  comments and s p e c u la t io n s .
Main H ypo theses and R e s u l t s :  A Rundown
O r ig in a l ly  th e  m a jo r h y p o th e s is  was t h a t  an  e n t i r e  
sem e ste r  o f  th e  K oh lberg  m ethod would p ro d u ce  m ore g a in  in  
m oral r e a s o n in g — DIT s c o re s — th a n  would th e  q u e s t io n  m ethod, 
a p r e v io u s ly  p ro v e n  e d u c a t io n a l  t o o l .  E a r ly  r a t i n g s  o f  b o th  
methods by  s tu d e n ts ,  how ever, showed s i g n i f i c a n t l y  l e s s  s a t i s ­
f a c t io n  w ith  m ethod K; o th e r  s ig n s  w ere a l s o  u n fa v o ra b le  t o  
i t s  e f f e c t i v e n e s s .
Upon r e v i s io n  th e  m a jo r h y p o th e s is  th e n  became t h a t  
DIT s c o re s  a r e  r a i s e d  more o v er th e  e n t i r e  s e m e s te r  b y  th e  Q-K 
sequence o f m ethods th a n  by  th e  K-Q se q u en ce , m ethod Q b e in g  
an e f f e c t i v e  warm-up f o r  m ethod K. T h is  r e v i s e d  h y p o th e s is  
was n o t co n firm ed  d i r e c t l y .  Some i n d i r e c t ,  t e n t a t i v e  s u p p o rt 
d id  a p p e a r , how ever, f o r  th e  s u p e r i o r i t y  o f  th e  Q-K seq u en ce , 
b ecau se  i t  d id  a c t  a s  an  e f f e c t i v e  m e d ia to r  f o r  a t h e o r e t i c a l l y  
and e m p ir ic a l ly  ex p ec te d  r e l a t i o n  b e tw een  S o c r a t ic  s k i l l  o f  th e  
TA and DIT g a in  i n  h e r  s tu d e n t s .  The r e l a t i o n  was weak b u t  
s ig n i f i c a n t .
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An a d ju n c t  h y p o th e s is  was t h a t  dogm atism  ham pers m ora l 
grow th; o p e r a t i o n a l ly  s p e a k in g , th e  lo w er th e  dogm atism  s c o re ,  
th e  h ig h e r  th e  DIT g a in .  T h is  h y p o th e s is  was n o t  c o n firm ed .
C o n d it io n a l  Changes i n  DIT S co res
Previous intervention studies that have tried to 
produce gains in the DIT have met with mixed success. A review 
of fourteen such studies (Lawrence, 1977) found that about half 
of them produced significant DIT gains. The present study may 
he typical of all fourteen as a group, because while direct, 
convincing effects of the intervention were not shown, indirect 
effects were.
T hat i s ,  u n d e r  th e  a p p r o p r ia te  c o n d i t io n s ,  g a in s  o c c u r . 
P i r s t ,  s t a r t i n g  o u t c o ld  w ith  m ethod K d id  n o t  seem to  p ro d u ce  
e i t h e r  s tu d e n t  s a t i s f a c t i o n  o r  much DIT g a in ,  b u t  p re c e d in g  
i t  w ith  an  i c e - b r e a k e r  l i k e  m ethod Q p ro d u ced  an  a v e rag e  g a in  
of ab o u t t h r e e - a n d - a - q u a r t e r  p e rc e n ta g e  p o in t s  o f  p r in c ip l e d  
re a so n in g  on th e  DIT. T h is  show ing may n o t  r e a l l y  f a l l  to o  
f a r  s h o r t  o f  th e  f in d in g s  from  o th e r  s tu d ie s  o f  s im i l a r  d u ra ­
t i o n ,  b e c au se  th e y  show g a in s  o f  s im i l a r  m ag n itu d e—u s u a l ly  
about fo u r  p e rc e n ta g e  p o i n t s .  I t  m ust be rem em bered, how ever, 
t h a t  th e  th r e e - a n d - a - q u a r t e r  p o in t  g a in  f o r  sequence  Q-K was 
n o t s i g n i f i c a n t l y  b e t t e r  th a n  th e  o n e - a n d - a - s ix th  p o in t  g a in  
f o r  sequence  K-Q.
One r e a s o n  t h a t  th e  DIT g a in  u n d e r sequence  Q-K was 
n o t a c t u a l l y  more im p re s s iv e  may have b een  t h a t  one o f  th e  
d is c u s s io n  v e h ic l e s ,  The A rt o f  L o v in g , tu rn e d  o u t to  be  r a t h e r  
i n a p p r o p r ia t e .  In  f i n a l  s tu d e n t  r a t i n g s  o f  th e  e d u c a t io n a l
v a lu e  o f c o u rse  m a t e r i a l s ,  w here 5 = " e x c e l l e n t , "  4 = "g o o d ,"  
and 3 = " a v e ra g e ,"  S um m erhill and W alden Two g o t  means o f  4 .3 4  
and 3»78, h u t  The A rt o f  Loving r e c e iv e d  a  mean o f o n ly  3 .2 3 . 
P o s s ib le  r e a s o n s  f o r  i t s  in a p p r o p r ia te n e s s  w ere s u g g e s te d  from  
tim e to  t im e  b y  s tu d e n ts  and TAs and by  t h e i r  w r i t t e n ,  open- 
ended e v a lu a t io n s  o f  th e  c o u r s e .  P o r exam ple, some s tu d e n ts  
th o u g h t i t  s e x i s t  t h a t  i n  Promm's c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n  o f d i f f e r e n t  
ty p e s  o f  lo v e  he  f e l t  t h a t  m o th e r ly  lo v e  and f a t h e r l y  lo v e  
w ere, r e s p e c t i v e l y ,  l i k e  what i s  i n  e s se n c e  R o g e r 's  u n co n d i­
t i o n a l  and c o n d i t io n a l  p o s i t i v e  r e g a r d .  M oreover, th e  book i s  
p ro b a b ly  to o  t h e o r e t i c a l  and n o t  t i e d  down enough to  ev eryday  
l i f e ,  a s  a r e  th e  o th e r  two b o o k s . T h e re fo re ,  Promm's book may 
have b een  to o  a b s t r a c t  f o r  th e s e  s tu d e n ts  to  r e l a t e  to  and to  
u n d e rs ta n d , and th u s  i t  may n o t have g e n e ra te d  s t im u la t in g  
d is c u s s io n s .
A n o th er r e a s o n  t h a t  DIT g a in s  may have b e e n  s m a lle r  
th a n  th e y  c o u ld  have b e en  was th e  n a tu r e  o f  th e  dilem m as them­
s e lv e s .  R e c a ll  t h a t  ab o u t h a l f  o f  them  w ere a d a p te d  from  a 
s e t  p ro d u ced  by  K o h lb e rg 's  group and th e  o th e r  h a l f  w ere a d a p te d  
from th e  p a p e rb a c k s  by  th e  TAs u n d e r my e d i t o r i a l  s u p e r v is io n .  
Unknown to  me u n t i l  l a t e  i n  th e  c o u r s e ,  some o f  th e  K ohlberg  
g ro u p 's  dilem m as had  a l r e a d y  b ee n  d is c u s s e d  by some s tu d e n ts  
in  h ig h  s c h o o l.  A lso , comments w ere som etim es h e a rd  t h a t  th e  
dilemmas w ere n o t  " r e le v a n t"  enough t o  th e  l i v e s  o f s tu d e n ts .  
T his c r i t i c i s m  i s ,  o f  c o u rs e , a s u b je c t iv e  one a s s e s s e d  by 
each  s tu d e n t  on h i s  own and by each  r e a d e r  upon tu r n in g  to  
A ppendix D and sam pling  some o f th e  d ilem m as. In  c o n t r a s t ,  
th e  dilem m as on th e  p a p e rb a c k s  w ere p ro b a b ly  se e n  as  a  b i t
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more r e l e v a n t ,  e x c e p t,  o f  c o u r s e ,  f o r  some o f  th e  dilem m as 
from The A rt o f  Loving;. H ere a g a in ,  th e s e  l a t e r  dilem m as may 
have h e ld  down th e  DIT g a in  from  "being a l l  t h a t  i t  c o u ld  have 
b een .
As su g g e s te d  e a r l i e r ,  th e  warm-up e f f e c t  o f  th e  q u e s tio n  
method upon th e  K ohlherg  m ethod may he th e  m a jo r re a s o n  f o r  
th e  p o s s ib le  s u p e r i o r i t y  o f  th e  Q-K sequence  o v e r  th e  K-Q 
sequence. A n o th er p o s s ib le  c o n t r ib u t in g  f a c t o r ,  how ever, 
would be im proved s k i l l  o f  th e  TAs i n  u s in g  th e  K oh lberg  
method a s  th e  se m e s te r  p ro g re s s e d .  Thus f o r  th e  K-Q g ro u p s 
method K w ould have b een  u se d  i n  th e  hands o f  th e  r e l a t i v e l y  
u n s k i l l e d ,  w hereas f o r  th e  Q-K g ro u p s  th e  o p p o s ite  w ould have 
been th e  c a s e ,  th e r e b y  g iv in g  an  added  b o o s t  to  DIT s c o re s  
u nder t h i s " l a t e r  seq u en ce .
A lth o u g h  t h i s  e x p la n a tio n  in v o lv in g  TA s k i l l s  i s  o n ly  
h y p o th e t ic a l ,  i t  i s  i n d i r e c t l y  su p p o rte d  b y  w hat i s  p ro b a b ly  
th e  m ajo r f in d in g  o f  t h i s  d i s s e r t a t i o n .  Namely, p ro v id e d  a  
s u f f i c i e n t  warm-up m ethod p re c e d e s  th e  K oh lberg  m ethod, th e  
more S o c r a t ic  s k i l l  a TA e x h ib i t s  th e  more h e r  s tu d e n ts  w i l l  
g a in  i n  DIT s c o r e s . The g a in  i n  t h i s  s tu d y  u n d e r th e  Q-K 
sequence ran g ed  from  -2 .5 0  P% f o r  th e  TA whose group showed th e  
l e a s t  g a in  th ro u g h  3 .2 6  P% a s  th e  mean f o r  a l l  g ro u p s  to  9 -5 5  
P% f o r  th e  TA whose group showed th e  m o st.
T h is  m ain r e s u l t  m ust be i n t e r p r e t e d  c a u t io u s ly ,  how­
e v e r . As m en tioned  b e f o re ,  t h i s  a n a ly s i s  was p o s t  hoc and 
o n ly  tu rn e d  up a  b a r e ly  a d m issa b le  l e v e l  o f  s ig n i f i c a n c e  ( .0 5 ) .  
In  a d d i t io n ,  a c a u t io n  o f  a n o th e r  s o r t  m ust be n o te d .  A lthough  
i t  would seem l i k e l y  t h a t  a  TA 's S o c r a t ic  s k i l l  does le a d  to
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DIT gains, that inference is not really warranted by the data. 
All that has been shown is that TAs probably produce signifi­
cantly different amounts of DIT gain and that these gains are 
linearly related to the TAs' Socratic skills. It could be, 
however, that there is some other TA characteristic— such as 
intelligence— which is confounded with Socratic skill and is 
the real cause of the DIT gains. Or perhaps there is some 
constellation of causes.
It must also be admitted that there is still another 
possible direction in the causal chain. Perhaps certain groups 
of students "clicked" better, that is, the mix of personalities 
produced more productive discussions. If this activity 
encouraged the TA to then play more of an active or involved 
role and led him to put more preparation into the class and 
to develop greater skill, then his Socratic skill might have 
been a growing byproduct of the characteristics of his group. 
After all, my ratings of the TAs was cumulative over the entire 
semester. This group-caused explanation, however, seems less 
parsimonious and thus less likely than the TA-caused interpre­
tation that I prefer.
The S o c r a t ic - g a in  f in d in g  c o r ro b o r a te s  one r e s u l t  o f  
a n o th e r  s tu d y . C olby , K o h lb erg , and a s s o c i a t e s  (1977) exam ined 
s e v e ra l  key  m o ra l d i s c u s s io n  v a r i a b l e s  i n  ab o u t tw e n ty  B oston  
h ig h  sch o o l c la s s ro o m s . T e ach e rs  had  b een  t r a in e d  i n  th e  u se  
o f th e  same m ora l d i s c u s s io n  m ethod em ployed i n  t h i s  d i s s e r t a ­
t i o n .  D uring  th e  academ ic y e a r  24 d i s c u s s io n s ,  each  em ploying 
a s in g le  dilem m a, o c c u rre d  i n  each  c l a s s ,  w here m e e tin g s  were 
p e r i o d i c a l ly  o b se rv ed  by th e  r e s e a r c h e r s .  I n te rv ie w s  o f each
52
student "before and after this program assessed gain in moral 
reasoning on Kohlherg's moral maturity scale— not the DIT.
A c r i t e r i o n  o f  g a in  was th e n  u se d  to  c l a s s i f y  each  e n t i r e  
c la s s  a s  h av in g  g a in e d  o r  n o t .  In  a l l  "but one o f  th e  g a in  
c la s s e s  and i n  o n ly  one o f  th e  n o -g a in  c l a s s e s  te a c h e r s  had 
been  ju d g ed  by  th e  r e s e a r c h e r s  to  u se  p ro b e  q u e s t io n s  e f f e c t ­
i v e ly .  T hat i s ,  th e s e  exem plary  p ro b e rs  c o u ld  im p ro v ise  w ith  
t h e i r  own p ro b e s  i n  a d d i t io n  to  th o s e  o f  th e  l e s s o n  p la n ,  and 
such t e a c h e r s  c o u ld  fo c u s  on m ora l i s s u e s  and re a s o n in g  r a t h e r  
th a n  n o n -m o ra l i s s u e s  and c h o ic e s .  Thus, b o th  th e  Colby s tu d y  
and th e  p r e s e n t  one seem to  p o in t  t o  th e  im p o rta n c e  o f  th e  
d is c u s s io n  l e a d e r 's  p ro b in g  s k i l l s  i n  p ro m o tin g  g a in s  i n  m ora l 
r e a so n in g — w h eth er m easured  by K o h lb e rg 's  s u b je c t iv e  m ethod, 
which h a s  b een  c r i t i c i z e d  by  K u r t in e s  and G r e i f ,  o r  by  R e s t 's  
h o p e fu l ly  im proved o b je c t iv e  m ethod, th e  DIT.
A lth o u g h  i t  w ould seem t h a t  a  TA 's DIT s c o re  would be  
r e l a t e d  to  h e r  p ro b in g  s k i l l s  and th u s  to  th e  DIT g a in  f o r  h e r  
g ro u p , th e  p r e s e n t  s tu d y  does n o t  co n firm  t h i s  n o t io n ,  s in c e  
no r e l a t i o n s  w ere found  in v o lv in g  th e  DIT s c o re s  o f  th e  TAs.
In  f a c t  i t  i s  a  b i t  in co n g ru o u s  to  n o te  t h a t  i n  th e  l e s s  
e f f e c t i v e  K-Q sequence  o f  m ethods th e r e  r e s u l t e d  i n  one group 
a DIT g a in  o f  1 1 .3 3  P%, th e  h ig h e s t  mean g a in  f o r  any group 
u n d er e i t h e r  seq u en ce , b u t  th e  TA 's DIT s c o re  was 45 P%— th e  
lo w est o f  a l l  o f  th e  r e g u la r  TAs! My own o b s e rv a t io n s  o f  h e r  
d is c u s s io n s  w ith  o th e r  TAs and w ith  h e r  s tu d e n ts  showed t h a t  
she t h r iv e d  i n  s t i r r i n g  up c o n tro v e rs y .  I n t e r e s t i n g l y  enough, 
a t  th e  b e g in n in g  o f th e  se m e s te r  h e r  s c o re  o f 45 P% was j u s t  
one p o in t  above th e  mean o f  h e r  g r o u p 's ,  44 P%. Thus, i n
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going up to 55 during the semester, her students were 
apparently not merely emulating her hut were grappling with 
issues among themselves through her catalytic assistance. It 
would also seem likely that her score advanced substantially, 
too, but a pOsttest of TAs was not administered because by 
then they were familiar with the scoring of the DIT, thereby 
removing themselves from the category of legitimate testees.
One final point about the relation of teachers' level 
of moral reasoning and that of their students is in order.
A fte r  a d m in is te r in g  th e  DIT to  g ra d u a te  s tu d e n ts  who w ere 
e d u c a tio n  m a jo rs  and a f t e r  f in d in g  t h a t  t h e i r  s c o re s  w ere 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  lo w er th a n  th o s e  o f  s tu d e n ts  i n  o th e r  f i e l d s ,  
Bloom (1976) ask ed  w h e th e r t e a c h e r s  r e l a t i v e l y  low i n  p o s t -  
c o n v e n tio n a l r e a s o n in g  can  p rom ote  i t  among t h e i r  s tu d e n t s .
The present study suggests that the answer may be "yes," at 
least in some cases.
Dogmatism and DIT Scores
Confirmed was the significant negative relation between 
dogmatism and DIT scores, as expected from the pilot data 
reported earlier. Not confirmed, however, was the hypothesized 
negative relation between dogmatism and DIT gain.
A possible explanation for the latter finding has been 
offered in another context by Kemp (1 9 5 7 )• In  his dissertation, 
chaired by Rokeach, no relation was found between dogmatism 
and change on the Allport-Vernon Scale of Values (1931), which 
taps attitudes that are theoretical, economic, aesthetic, 
social, political, or religious. Kemp explains that values—
54-
including moral ones, "by implication— may either change in 
"both closed and open minds or may not change in "both types.
More specifically, the closed mind may change a value due to 
a change in conformity to authority, and an open mind can 
change a value on a more "genuine" basis, a deeper understanding. 
Conversely, a closed mind can stick to a given value through 
rigidity, and an open mind can retain a value through intel­
lectual, not dogmatic, conviction— as in the case where no 
appropriate or relevant reasons for change have been offered.
Thus, the closed-open, changed-unchanged explanation 
could describe the four quadrants of a dogmatism-by-DIT-gain 
scatterplot. The filling of all four quadrants constitutes 
a nonsignificant correlation, as was indeed found in the 
present study.
Student Satisfaction with Methods
In the early part of the course, when students had 
been exposed to only one method, those groups on method Q 
liked it significantly better than their counterparts liked 
method K. In fact, the majority of students on Q had rated 
it as "excellent." This result is the same as the previous 
year's assessment of an entire introductory psychology course 
that used essentially the same device— an earlier form of 
method Q— in small discussion groups led by TAs; most students 
indicated in open ended responses that the groups were what 
"made" the course. The fact that in both years students wrote 
their own questions under method Q probably helped to sustain 
active student involvement and satisfaction. Perhaps for this
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re a so n  and o th e r s  a l r e a d y  d is c u s s e d ,  i t  i s  n o t  to o  s u r p r i s in g  
th a t  th e  s tu d e n ts  on th e  a l t e r n a t i v e  p la n —m ethod K— r a t e d  i t  
l e s s  f a v o ra b ly  a t  ab o u t "g o o d ."
S t i l l  a n o th e r  l a t e r  m easure  o f  s tu d e n t  s a t i s f a c t i o n  
can be  u se d  t o  a f f i r m  th e  su g g e s te d  b u t  n o n s ig n i f i c a n t  s u p e r i o r i t y  
o f sequence Q-K and i t s  r o l e  a s  a m e d ia to r  i n  th e  s i g n i f i c a n t  
l i n e a r  r e l a t i o n  be tw een  S o c r a t ic  s k i l l  and DIT g a in s .  S tu d e n ts  
on th e  Q-K sequence  r a t e d  t h e i r  d is c u s s io n s  o v e r a l l — t h a t  i s ,  
b o th  m ethods— a s  c lo s e r  to  " e x c e l le n t"  th a n  good, b u t  th e  K-Q 
s tu d e n ts  r a t e d  d is c u s s io n s  o v e r a l l  a s  ro u g h ly  "good ;"  r e c a l l  
t h a t  t h i s  d i f f e r e n c e ,  r e p o r te d  e a r l i e r ,  was s i g n i f i c a n t .  Thus, 
th e  same p a t t e r n  o f  r e s u l t s  from  th e  l a s t  p a ra g ra p h  a p p e a rs  
ag a in  i n  t h i s  one, th e re b y  s u g g e s t in g  t h a t  once th e  d ie  i s  
c a s t  i n  th e  e a r l y  p a r t  o f  th e  s e m e s te r ,  l i t t l e  can  b e  done t o  
change s tu d e n t  p e r c e p t io n s  o f  th e  e d u c a t io n a l  v a lu e  o f  a 
p a r t i c u l a r  e x p e r ie n c e , su ch  a s  a  c o u r s e ,  even when th e  educa­
t i o n a l  m ethods a r e  ch anged . T h is  n o t io n  i s  s u p p o r te d  by 
e x p e rie n c ed  i n s t r u c t o r s ,  who s t r e s s  th e  p i v o t a l  im p o rta n ce  o f  
making a  good f i r s t  im p re s s io n  upon s tu d e n t s .  In  f a c t ,  i n  a 
s l i g h t l y  removed y e t  s t i l l  r e l a t e d  f i e l d ,  t h a t  o f  p e r s o n a l  
a t t r a c t i o n  i n  s o c ia l  p sy c h o lo g y , th e  l i t e r a t u r e  i s  r e p l e t e  
w ith  ev id e n ce  f o r  th e  im p o rtan ce  o f f i r s t  im p re s s io n s .  As one 
con tem porary  slogan, from  th e  ev e ry d ay  w o rld  a s s e r t s ,  "You 
n ev er g e t  a  second  chance to  make a  f i r s t  im p re s s io n ."
An a l t e r n a t i v e  e x p la n a t io n  o f  th e  d i f f e r e n t  r e s u l t s — 
in  te rm s  o f b o th  s tu d e n t  s a t i s f a c t i o n  and DIT s c o re s — b etw een  
th e  two seq u en ces  c o u ld  b e  t h a t  th e  d i f f e r e n c e  was ca u se d  by  
th e  d e l i b e r a t e  m axim izing  o f d i f f e r e n c e s  among DIT p r e t e s t
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scores in each of the K-Q groups hut in none of the Q-K 
groups. Yet this strategy should have made K-Q more effective 
than Q-K, hut that did not happen. Evidence for this claim 
is suggested hy the same study cited earlier, that of Colhy, 
Kohlherg, and associates (1977). They found in their study 
of the Boston classrooms that the greater the variation in 
pretest moral reasoning within a classroom, the more likely 
it is that growth in moral reasoning will result. However, 
the result from this part of their study approached hut did 
not reach significance.
Exploratory Bindings and Implications
Some o f  th e  many r a t i n g s  t h a t  w ere g a th e re d  d id  su g g e s t  
some r e s e a r c h  p a th s  to  g re e n e r  p a s tu r e s .  L e t u s  ta k e  a  lo o k .
S tu d e n t r a t i n g s — Somewhat u n e x p e c te d  was th e  f a c t  t h a t  
none o f  th e  s tu d e n t  r a t e d  a s p e c ts  o f  e i t h e r  t h e i r  TAs o r t h e i r  
c la ssro o m  group  d is c u s s io n s  w ere s i g n i f i c a n t l y  r e l a t e d  to  
g a in s  on th e  DIT. I t  i s  p o s s i b l e ,  o f  c o u rs e ,  t h a t  s tu d e n ts  
were n o t  s u f f i c i e n t l y  s e n s i t i v e  to  th e s e  a s p e c ts  to  a s s e s s  
them v a l i d l y ,  h u t  one w ould th in k  t h a t  f o r  an a s p e c t  su ch  as 
th e  warmth o f  th e  d i s c u s s io n  c l im a te ,  s tu d e n ts  would have some 
f e e l  f o r  i t ,  and i t  would seem t h a t  t h i s  a s p e c t  i s  im p o r ta n t  
(W ilson , 1 9 7 0 ).
However, s tu d e n ts  d id  seem t o  he  s e n s i t i v e  to  th e  
warmth o r  f r i e n d l i n e s s  o f  t h e i r  TA. T h is  q u a l i t y ,  a s  shown 
hy th e  f i r s t  q u a d ra n t o f  T ah le  A, c l u s t e r s  w ith  th e  TA 's r a t e d  
p ro m o tio n  o f  d i s c u s s io n  and h i s  o r  h e r  r a t e d  o v e r a l l  e f f e c t i v e ­
n e s s .  Thus, a l l  t h r e e  q u a l i t i e s  a r e  e s s e n t i a l l y  th e  same one
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and. w i l l  h e r e a f t e r  he  r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  th e  T A 's o v e r a l l  e f f e c t ­
iv e n e s s .
T h is  q u a l i t y ,  o v e r a l l  e f f e c t i v e n e s s ,  was s t r a n g e ly  
c i r c u i to u s l y  r e l a t e d  to  DIT g a in ,  how ever, and  p la y e d  an 
im p o rta n t h e u r i s t i c  r o l e  i n  le a d in g  me t o  th e  s i g n i f i c a n t  
r e l a t i o n  b e tw een  S o c r a t ic  s k i l l  and  DIT g a in s  i n  th e  Q-K 
s tu d e n ts .  H ere i s  th e  k e y . In  g ro u p s  t h a t  r a t e d  t h e i r  TAs 
low i n  e f f e c t iv e n e s s  th e  DIT g a in s  were alw ays low , b u t  i n  
g roups t h a t  r a t e d  t h e i r  TAs h ig h  i n  e f f e c t i v e n e s s ,  th e  DIT 
g a in s  c o u ld  b e  e i t h e r  h ig h  o r  low . Two th in g s  o c c u r re d  t o  me.
F i r s t ,  g ro u p s  who r a t e d  t h e i r  TAs h ig h  w ere p e rh a p s  
say in g  t h a t  TAs prom oted  d i s c u s s io n ,  r e g a r d l e s s  o f  w hether 
th e  d i s c u s s io n  fo c u se d  on m ora l i s s u e s  o r  n o t .  F o r exam ple, 
i f  th e  H einz dilem m a (s e e  T ab le  1) had e v e r  b een  d is c u s s e d ,  
th e  v e r b a l  exchanges co u ld  be  q u i t e  l i v e l y  r e g a r d l e s s  o f 
w hether o r  n o t  m o ra ls  w ere d is c u s s e d .  The TA can  c o n c e n tr a te  
on th e  m o ra l i s s u e  o f  w h e th e r s t e a l i n g  i s  e v e r  r i g h t  o r  on 
th e  nonm oral m a t te r  o f  c le v e r  ways by w hich  H einz c o u ld  g e t  
th e  money, such  a s  g o in g  to  a news r e p o r t e r  to  make a p u b l ic  
a p p ea l f o r  fu n d s . The TA who s ta y s  on m o ra l i s s u e s  i s  d e f in e d  
f o r  K o h lb e rg ia n  p u rp o se s  to  be p ro b in g  more e f f e c t i v e l y  th a n  
th e  TA who does n o t .  The TA who p ro b e s  e f f e c t i v e l y  abou t 
m oral i s s u e s  c r e a t e s  th e  m o ra l c o n f l i c t s  s a id  to  b e  n e c e s s a ry  
f o r  m ora l g ro w th , w hereas th e  TA who does n o t  p ro b e  e f f e c t i v e l y  
does n o t  p rom ote  t h i s  g ro w th .
Second , g ro u p s who r a t e d  t h e i r  TAs low p ro b a b ly  m eant 
t h a t  t h e i r  TA c o u ld  n e i t h e r  p ro b e  n o r  keep  th e  d is c u s s io n
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go ing  on nonm oral m a t t e r s .  T hus, none o f  th e s e  l a t t e r  TAs 
s t im u la te d  m ora l g ro w th .
From th e s e  two s p e c u la t io n s  i t  th e n  o c c u r re d  to  me to  
lo o k  a t  how my r a t i n g s  o f p ro b in g  a b i l i t y  r e l a t e d  to  DIT g a in .  
Sure enough, th e  e x p e c te d  r e l a t i o n  d id  o b ta in ,  b u t  o n ly  f o r  
th e  Q-K seq u en ce .
T ab le  4 a l s o  shows t h a t  TA e f f e c t iv e n e s s  i s  f a i r l y  
w e ll r e l a t e d  to  th e  exchange o f  id e a s  u n d e r th e  TA. -This 
c o n d i t io n  w ould seem to  b e  n e c e s s a ry  b u t  n o t s u f f i c i e n t  f o r  
th e  g ro w th  o f  m o ra l r e a s o n in g .
F i n a l l y ,  T ab le  4 shows t h a t  s tu d e n ts  who f e l t  t h a t  
method K was r e l e v a n t  to  t h e i r  l i v e s  te n d e d  to  ta k e  th e  
L is te n in g  S h e e ts  f a i r l y  s e r i o u s ly .  C o n v e rse ly , s tu d e n ts  f o r  
whom m ethod K d id  n o t  seem v e ry  r e l e v a n t  saw l e s s  v a lu e  i n  th e  
L is te n in g  S h e e ts .
TA r a t i n g s  o f  s tu d e n ts —A m ost c u r io u s  f in d in g  f o r  
w hich I  have no e x p la n a t io n  i s  th e  f a c t  t h a t  TAs w ere n o t  a b le  
to  ra n k  o rd e r  t h e i r  K-Q s tu d e n ts  i n  te rm s  o f e s t im a te d  DIT 
s c o re s .  Y et th e s e  r a n k in g s  w ere r e q u e s te d  o n ly  a f t e r  each  TA 
had l i s t e n e d  to  each  s tu d e n t  d is c u s s  dilem m as f o r  a  h a l f  
se m e s te r  (18  dilem m as i n  a l l ,  w hereas t h e  DIT c o n s i s t s  o f  
o n ly  6 d ilem m as). A lso , th e  s ix  s tu d e n ts  f o r  each  TA had  
been  a s s ig n e d  i n  su ch  a  way a s  to  m axim ize th e  v a r ia n c e  b e tw een  
them on DIT s c o r e s ,  and  t h i s  a rran g em en t sh o u ld  have made them 
more d is c r im in a b ly  d i f f e r e n t .
M oreover, i t  w ould a l s o  seem t h a t  th e  m ore p o s tc o n v e n -  
t i o n a l  a  TA 's th in k in g — a s  r e f l e c t e d  i n  a  h ig h e r  DIT s c o re — 
th e  more a c c u r a te ly  sh e  c o u ld  r e c o g n iz e  th e  e x te n t  to  w hich
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each of her students uses post conventional reasoning. Yet 
this hypothesis was not confirmed either.
In short, substantiation of both of these hypotheses 
could have offered the DIT increased support in terms of its 
construct validity. Yet they did not!
The essay question on loving; A key to the -postcon- 
ventional?— Another surprise— to me, at least— was the 
empirical failure to confirm a relation between postconventional 
thinking and comprehension of Eromm's concept of loving. A 
possible explanation for this lack of correspondence is that 
as global concepts the two do not correspond. Yet there may 
be certain elements within each global concept that do correspond 
between the two, but the harmony of isolated pairs may be 
drowned out by noise from too many other cacaphonous pairs.
Eor example, take a student who correctly comprehends 
one of three main aspects of Eromm's loving by writing that it 
"extends to everyone, whether or not in one's own family, group, 
or nation." It seems likely that this student in taking the 
DIT and reading the Heinz dilemma would also be likely to check 
off the postconventional statement, "Would stealing in such a 
case bring about more total good for the whole society or not? 
(emphasis added)"
Perhaps in future work a content analysis of each 
student's written answer to the essay question could be sub­
mitted to a multiple regression analysis in which the 21 post- 
conventional statements on the DIT are the predictors. Then 
those aspects common to Kohlberg's global postconventional 
concept and Eromm's global loving concept could be identified
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e m p ir ic a l ly .  However, su ch  a  p r o j e c t  w ould seem o u ts id e  o f 
th e  scope o f t h i s  d i s s e r t a t i o n  and sh o u ld  th u s  p e rh a p s  he 
p u rsu ed  e lse w h e re .
Some F in a l  W ords: E a r ly  S te p s
I t  was L a o - ts u ,  th e  a n c ie n t  p a t r o n  s a i n t  o f  Taoism , 
who i s  supposed  to  have f i r s t  o b se rv e d , "A jo u rn e y  o f  a  th o u sa n d  
m ile s  m ust b e g in  w ith  a  s in g le  s t e p . "  Such a  maxim seems 
p a r t i c u l a r l y  a p p r o p r ia te  a s  a  t e r s e  c h a r a c t e r i z a t i o n  o f  t h i s  
d i s s e r t a t i o n  f o r  th r e e  r a t h e r  u n r e la t e d  r e a s o n s .
F i r s t ,  b e f o re  t a k in g  an e x ten d ed  jo u rn e y  o f  many weeks 
w ith  th e  K oh lberg  m ethod, i n t e r s t u d e n t  com m unication  h a b i t s  
and r a p p o r t  sh o u ld  b e  e s ta b l i s h e d  a s  an  e a r l y  s t e p .  The 
q u e s tio n  m ethod seems i d e a l  f o r  t h i s  ground  b re a k in g  p u rp o se , 
w hereas th e  K ohlberg  m ethod does n o t .  T hat i s ,  t h e  q u e s t io n  
method s e rv e s  to  p rim e  th e  pump to  g e t  id e a s  a b o u t m ora l 
i s s u e s  f lo w in g  f r e e l y  and o p e n ly .
Second, th e  d i s s e r t a t i o n  i t s e l f  i s  o n ly  a  f i r s t  s te p  
on what c o u ld  be  a  l i f e - l o n g  jo u rn e y  th ro u g h  a  r e s e a r c h  program  
in  m ora l e d u c a tio n . The f i r s t  s te p  i s  l e s s  b o ld  th a n  o r ig i n ­
a l l y  in te n d e d ,  how ever, b e c a u se  th e  p r e s e n t  s tu d y  c o u ld  m ore 
a p t ly  be  d e s c r ib e d  a s  a  p i l o t  s tu d y  f o r  a  b o ld  f i r s t  s t e p .  
In s te a d  o f  c l e a r l y  show ing c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n s  o f m a jo r  im p o rta n c e , 
t h i s  s tu d y  seem s more u s e f u l  i n  c l a r i f y i n g  th e  c o n d i t io n s  u n d e r  
w hich th e  c a u s a l  r e l a t i o n s  a r e  l i k e l y  to  m a t e r i a l i z e .  More 
s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  th e  K ohlberg  d i s c u s s io n  m ethod w ould seem to  
p roduce  DIT g a in s  when p re c e d e d  by  an  a p p r o p r ia te  warm-up 
s t r a t e g y  su ch  a s  th e  q u e s t io n  m ethod , b u t  i t  w ould ap p e a r
61
t h a t  TAs sh o u ld  have a d e q u a te  S o c r a t ic  s k i l l s  i n  o rd e r  to  
le a d  th e  d is c u s s io n s  p r o d u c t iv e ly .
T h ird , a f i n a l  r e a s o n  f o r  th e  a p p r o p r ia te n e s s  o f th e  
T a o is t  maxim to  t h i s  d i s s e r t a t i o n  i s  t h a t  th e  lo n g e s t  and 
most p ro fo u n d  jo u rn e y  f a c in g  th e  c i v i l i z e d  i n h a b i t a n t s  o f  any 
p la n e t—p a r t i c u l a r l y  a sm a ll one s u p p o r t in g  ab o u t f o u r  b i l l i o n  
p e rso n s — i s  th e  d e v is in g  o f a  c o o p e ra t iv e  code by  w hich  a l l  
d w e lle rs  can  l i v e  f a i r l y  and j u s t l y .  W hether we c a l l  t h i s  
ta s k  th e  advocacy  o f  j u s t i c e ,  th e  p ro m o tio n  o f  m o r a l i ty ,  o r  
w h a tev er, th e  s t a t e  o f  o u r  co n tem p o rary  w o r ld , w hich  i s  f a i r l y  
w e ll d e s c r ib e d  a s  an  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  a n a rc h y , w ould s t r o n g ly  
su g g e s t t h a t  an  overw h elm in g ly  l a r g e  number o f  s te p s  tow ard  
j u s t i c e  m ust s t i l l  b e  ta k e n .  The p r e s e n t  m o ra l e d u c a tio n  
movement i n  o u r c o u n try  i s  o n ly  one o f  th e  f i r s t  o f  th e s e  
s te p s .  The "K ohlberg  bandw agon," a s  i t  h a s  b een  c a l l e d  
(F ra e n k e l, 1 9 7 6 ), i s  p ro b a b ly  o n ly  a  p r e c u r s o r ,  y e t  i t  s eek s  
to  p rom ote m ora l r e a s o n in g  t h a t  w i l l  m in im ize c o n f l i c t s  among 
a maximum number o f  p e o p le .
One o f  th e  b e d ro c k s  upon w hich K ohlberg  la y s  h i s  p o s t -  
c o n v e n tio n a l c o n c e p ts  i s  K a n t 's  c a t e g o r i c a l  im p e ra t iv e .  A 
u n iv e r s a l ,  u n c o n d i t io n a l  maxim, i t  a s s e r t s  t h a t  th e  o n ly  m o ra l 
p r in c ip l e s  upon w hich  to  j u s t i f y  a c t io n s  a r e  th o s e  w hich  we 
would b e  w i l l i n g  to  see  u n iv e r s a l i z e d .  F o r exam ple, by 
u n iv e r s a l i z in g  p a t r io t i s m  i n  w ar, we m ust say  t h a t  we a c t u a l l y  
want th e  enemy to  t r y  to  d e s t r o y  u s ;  b u t  by  u n i v e r s a l i z i n g  a 
c o n t r a s t in g  c o n c e p t,  p a c i f i s m ,  we a r e  l e s s  c o n t r a d ic to r y .
S t i l l ,  a lth o u g h  m o ra l p h i lo s o p h e r s  g e n e r a l ly  a g re e  t h a t  K a n t 's  
p o s i t i o n  i s  n e c e s s a ry  f o r  a  v i a b l e  m o r a l i ty ,  th e r e  i s  l e s s
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agreem ent t h a t  h i s  th in k in g  i s  s u f f i c i e n t ,  f o r  v a r io u s  r e a s o n s  
beyond th e  scope o f  t h i s  d i s c u s s io n  ( I ’ra n k e n a , 1 9 7 3 ). Y et i t  
would seem t o  b e  a  sound f i r s t  s te p  down th e  p a th  o f  m ora l 
e d u c a tio n .
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APPENDIX A
THE ORIGINAL SIX-STAGE COGNITIVE-DEVELOPMENTAL 
MODEL OE MORAL REASONING PROPOSED BY KOHLBERG (1973)
-I. PRECONVENTIONAL LEVEL
At t h i s  l e v e l  th e  c h i ld  i s  r e s p o n s iv e  to  c u l t u r a l  r u l e s  
and l a b e l s  o f  good and b a d , r i g h t  o r  w rong, b u t i n t e r p r e t s  
th e s e  l a b e l s  i n  te rm s o f e i t h e r  th e  p h y s ic a l  o r  th e  h e d o n is t i c  
con seq u en ces  o f  a c t io n  (p u n ish m en t, re w a rd , exchange o f f a v o r s )  
o r  i n  te rm s  o f  th e  p h y s ic a l  pow er o f  th o s e  who e n u n c ia te  th e  
r u le s  and l a b e l s .  The l e v e l  i s  d iv id e d  in to  th e  fo llo w in g  two 
s ta g e s :
S tag e  1 : The pun ishm en t and o b ed ien ce  o r i e n t a t i o n . The
p h y s ic a l  co n seq u en ces  o f a c t io n  d e te rm in e  i t s  goodness o r  b ad ­
n e ss  r e g a r d le s s  o f  th e  human m eaning o r  v a lu e  o f  th e s e  c o n seq u en ces . 
A voidance o f  pun ishm en t and u n q u e s tio n in g  d e fe re n c e  to  power 
a re  v a lu e d  i n  t h e i r  own r i g h t ,  n o t  i n  te rm s  o f  r e s p e c t  f o r  an  
u n d e r ly in g  m o ra l o rd e r  su p p o rte d  by  pun ishm ent and a u t h o r i t y  
( th e  l a t t e r  b e in g  S tag e  4 ) .
S tag e  2: The in s t r u m e n ta l  r e l a t i v i s t  o r i e n t a t i o n .
R ig h t a c t io n  c o n s i s t s  o f t h a t  w hich  in s t r u m e n ta l ly  s a t i s f i e s  
o n e 's  own n eed s  and o c c a s io n a l ly  th e  n eed s  o f o th e r s .  Human 
r e l a t i o n s  a r e  v iew ed i n  te rm s  l i k e  th o s e  o f  th e  m ark e t p la c e .  
E lem ents o f  f a i r n e s s ,  o f  r e c i p r o c i t y  and e q u a l s h a r in g  a re  
p r e s e n t ,  b u t  th e y  a r e  alw ays i n t e r p r e t e d  i n  a p h y s ic a l  p ra g ­
m a tic  way. R e c ip r o c i ty  i s  a m a t te r  o f  "you s c r a tc h  my back  
and I ' l l  s c r a t c h  y o u r s ,"  n o t o f  l o y a l t y ,  g r a t i t u d e  o r  j u s t i c e .
I I .  CONVENTIONAL LEVEL
At t h i s  l e v e l ,  m a in ta in in g  th e  e x p e c ta t io n s  o f th e  
i n d i v i d u a l 's  f a m ily ,  g ro u p , o r  n a t io n  i s  p e rc e iv e d  a s  v a lu a b le  
in  i t s  own r i g h t ,  r e g a r d le s s  o f im m ediate  and o b v io u s  co n se­
qu en ces . The a t t i t u d e  i s  n o t o n ly  one o f  c o n fo rm ity  to  p e r s o n a l  
e x p e c ta t io n s  and s o c ia l  o r d e r ,  b u t  o f  l o y a l t y  to  i t ,  o f  a c t i v e l y
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m a in ta in in g , s u p p o r t in g ,  and j u s t i f y i n g  th e  o rd e r  and o f i d e n t i ­
fy in g  w ith  th e  p e rs o n s  o r  group in v o lv e d  i n  i t .  At t h i s  l e v e l ,  
th e r e  a r e  th e  fo llo w in g  two s ta g e s :
S tag e  5: The in te r p e r s o n a l  co n co rd an ce  o r "good h o y -
n ic e  g i r l "  o r i e n t a t i o n . Good "behavior i s  t h a t  w hich  p le a s e s  
o r  h e lp s  o th e r s  and i s  approved  "by them . T here i s  much con­
fo rm ity  to  s t e r e o t y p i c a l  im ages o f  w hat i s  m a jo r i ty  o r  " n a tu r a l"  
"behavior. B eh av io r i s  f r e q u e n t ly  ju d g ed  "by i n t e n t i o n — "he 
means w e ll"  becom es im p o rta n t  f o r  th e  f i r s t  t im e . One e a rn s  
a p p ro v a l by  b e in g  " n ic e ."
S tag e  4-: The "law  and o rd e r"  o r i e n t a t i o n . T here i s
o r i e n t a t i o n  tow ard  a u t h o r i t y ,  f ix e d  r u l e s ,  and th e  m a in ten an ce  
o f th e  s o c ia l  o r d e r .  E ig h t b e h a v io r  c o n s i s t s  o f d o in g  o n e 's  
d u ty , showing r e s p e c t  f o r  a u t h o r i t y  and  m a in ta in in g  th e  g iv e n  
s o c ia l  o rd e r  f o r  i t s  own sa k e .
I I I .  POST-CONVENTIONAL, AUTONOMOUS, OE PEINCIPLTL LEVEL.
At t h i s  l e v e l ,  t h e r e  i s  a  c l e a r  e f f o r t  to  d e f in e  m o ra l 
v a lu e s  and p r i n c i p l e s  w hich  have v a l i d i t y  and a p p l i c a t i o n  a p a r t  
from  th e  a u th o r i t y  o f  th e  g ro u p s  o r  p e rs o n s  h o ld in g  th e s e  
p r in c ip l e s  and a p a r t  from  th e  i n d i v i d u a l 's  own i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  
w ith  th e s e  g ro u p s . T h is  l e v e l  a g a in  h a s  two s ta g e s :
S tag e  5: The s o c i a l - c o n t r a c t  l e g a l i s t i c  o r i e n t a t i o n
g e n e r a l ly  w ith  u t i l i t a r i a n  o v e r to n e s . E ig h t a c t io n  te n d s  to  
be d e f in e d  i n  te rm s o f  g e n e ra l  in d iv id u a l  r i g h t s  and i n  te rm s  
of s ta n d a rd s  w hich have b een  c r i t i c a l l y  exam ined and ag re ed  
upon by  th e  w hole s o c ie ty .  T here i s  a  c l e a r  aw aren ess  o f th e  
r e l a t iv i s m  o f  p e r s o n a l  v a lu e s  and o p in io n s  and a c o r re sp o n d in g  
em phasis upon p ro c e d u ra l  r u l e s  f o r  r e a c h in g  c o n se n su s . A side  
from  what i s  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l l y  and d e m o c ra t ic a l ly  a g re e d  upon , 
th e  r i g h t  i s  a  m a t te r  o f  p e r s o n a l  " v a lu e s"  and " o p in io n ."
The r e s u l t  i s  an em phasis upon th e  " le g a l  p o in t  o f  v ie w ,"  b u t  
w ith  an em phasis upon th e  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  ch an g in g  law  in  te rm s  
o f r a t i o n a l  c o n s id e r a t io n s  o f  s o c ia l  u t i l i t y ,  ( r a t h e r  th a n  
f r e e z in g  i t  i n  te rm s o f S tag e  4- "law  and o r d e r " ) .  O u ts id e  th e  
l e g a l  re a lm , f r e e  ag reem en t, and c o n t r a c t  i s  th e  b in d in g  e lem en t 
o f o b l ig a t io n .  T h is  i s  th e  " o f f i c i a l "  m o r a l i ty  o f th e  A m erican 
governm ent and C o n s t i tu t io n .
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S ta g e  6 : The u n iv e r s a l  e t h i c a l  p r in c ip l e  o r i e n t a t i o n .
E ig h t i s  d e f in e d  by  th e  d e c i s io n  o f  c o n sc ie n c e  i n  a c c o rd  w ith  
s e lf - c h o s e n  e t h i c a l  p r i n c i p l e s  a p p e a lin g  to  l o g i c a l  com prehen­
s iv e n e s s ,  u n i v e r s a l i t y ,  and c o n s is te n c y .  These p r i n c i p l e s  a r e  
a b s t r a c t  and e t h i c a l  ( th e  G olden R u le , th e  c a t e g o r i c a l  im p era­
t i v e )  th e y  a r e  n o t  c o n c re te  m ora l r u l e s  l i k e  th e  Ten Commandments. 
At h e a r t ,  th e s e  a r e  u n iv e r s a l  p r i n c i p l e s  o f j u s t i c e , o f  th e  
r e c i p r o c i t y  and e q u a l i ty  o f  th e  human r i g h t s  and o f r e s p e c t  f o r  
th e  d ig n i ty  o f  human b e in g s  a s  in d iv id u a l  p e r s o n s .
APPENDIX B
COUESE SYLLABUS: A CHAPTER FOE
SKIPPER,' CADEE, AND CREW
Welcome ab o ard ! L e t 's  l i k e n  t h i s  c l a s s  to  a  subm arine d e p a r t ­
in g  from  tb e  P o rtsm o u th  S h ip y a rd  i n  s e a rc h  o f  th e  e x o t ic  w a te rs  
o f  p sy c h o lo g y . Y et d o u b ts  c o u ld  a r i s e .  M ight n o t th e  
i n e v i t a b l e  d ro w sin e ss  o f  l a t e  a f te rn o o n  le a r n in g  soon p i l e  up? 
L ike  an o v e r lo a d  o f b a l l a s t ,  c o u ld  i t  n o t s in k  u s  to  th e  bo ttom ?
Not n e c e s s a r i l y .  You s e e , th e r e  was m ethod i n  th e  
m adness o f  d e l i b e r a t e l y  s c h e d u lin g  t h i s  c o u rse  f o r  an  u n p o p u la r  
tim e s l o t .  Only th e n  a re  enough sm a ll room s a v a i l a b l e  to  
supp lem ent l e c t u r e s  w ith  sm a ll g roup  d is c u s s io n s  l e d  by u n d e r­
g ra d u a te  te a c h in g  a s s i s t a n t s  (TA s). H o p e fu lly , d is c u s s io n  
to p ic s  l i k e  Ms. P h y l l i s  S c h l a f l y 's  v iew s on homemakers, Ms.
A n ita  B r y a n t 's  g ra sp  o f G od 's w ord, o r  Gov. M eldrim  Thom son's 
s c i e n t i f i c  e x p e r t i s e  on p o t  w i l l  keep  a l l  o f  you awake. And 
a f l o a t .
In  c o o r d in a t in g  d i s c u s s io n s  and o th e r  a c t i v i t i e s  to  
keep a l a r g e  c l a s s  awake, i t  i s  a lm o st a  n e c e s s i t y  to  ru n  a  
t i g h t  s h ip .  H o p e fu lly  t h i s  docum ent w i l l  h e lp  u s  do t h a t  by  
s p e c i fy in g  w hat we a l l  can  l e g i t i m a t e l y  ex p ec t o f  each  o th e r .  
Thus, i t  i s  a  c h a r t e r  f o r  th e  s k ip p e r ,  th e  c a d re ,  and th e  crew .
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A LOOK AT THE UNDERCURRENTS BEFORE LAUNCHING SHIP
I  sh o u ld  g iv e  you f a i r  w arn in g  ab o u t s e v e r a l  o f  my b i a s e s ,  
w hich w i l l ,  l i k e  deep u n d e r c u r r e n ts ,  p u sh  u s  and p u l l  u s  
th ro u g h o u t th e  voy ag e . F i r s t ,  w i th in  th e  b ro a d  sp ec tru m  o f 
c o lo r f u l  to p i c s  t h a t  we w i l l  v iew , I  r e g a rd  s o c ia l  p sy ch  and 
i t s  com plem entary  f i e l d  o f p e r s o n a l i t y  a s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  b r i l ­
l i a n t  i n  t h e i r  sh a re d  p o t e n t i a l  f o r  en h an cin g  th e  d ig n i t y  o f 
th e  human r a c e .  Second, a l th o u g h  e d u c a tio n  r e q u i r e s  rem em bering 
th e  p r in t e d  and spoken w ord, I  s t r o n g ly  s u s p e c t  t h a t  a  f a r  more 
c o n s e q u e n tia l  com ponent i n  a t r u l y  p o w erfu l e d u c a tio n  i s  th e  
p ro m o tio n  o f  a c t i v e  th in k in g  s k i l l s .  Thus, th e  f i r s t  and 
second c u r r e n ts  m erge to  c a l l  f o r  c o n s t r u c t iv e  th in k in g  ab o u t 
s o c ia l  p ro b le m s. F o r - th is  p u rp o se  th e  one e d u c a t io n a l  t o o l  
t h a t  seems to  s ta n d  head  and s h o u ld e rs  above th e  r e s t  i s  th e  
sm all group d i s c u s s io n ,  e s p e c i a l l y  when i t  p rom otes a c t i v e  
engagem ent i n  c o n t r o v e r s i a l  i s s u e s .
F i n a l l y ,  as  a  t h i r d  u n d e r c u r r e n t ,  we m ust re c o g n iz e  
r e s e a r c h  a s  th e  b a s i s  f o r  a l l  o f  p sy c h o lo g y . Only th ro u g h  a 
s p e c i f i c  ty p e  o f  r e s e a r c h ,  nam ely e x p e r im e n ta t io n , can  th e  
p e r s o n a l  b i a s e s  e x p re sse d  above be  p u t  to  th e  a c id  t e s t .  The 
c o u rse  w i l l  in d e e d  t r y  to  do j u s t  t h a t .  I t  w i l l  be  a  d o c to r a l  
d i s s e r t a t i o n .
WHAT’ S THIS ABOUT A DOCTORAL DISSERTATION?
Both you and I — as s tu d e n t / s u b je c t  and i n s t r u c t o r / r e s e a r c h e r — 
w i l l  b e  p a r ta k in g  i n  a  d o c to r a l  d i s s e r t a t i o n  on group d is c u s ­
s io n s  o f c o n t r o v e r s i a l  i s s u e s .  You w i l l  r e c e iv e  la b o r a to r y  
c r e d i t  f o r  y o u r p a r t  i n  c o m p le tin g  some q u e s t io n n a i r e s .  A lso , 
from  b o th  my p e r io d ic  e x p la n a t io n s  and y o u r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  
a r e a l  l i f e  ex p e rim en t you w i l l  l e a r n  some key  in s  and o u ts  
o f th e  s c i e n t i f i c  m ethod a p p l ie d  to  p sy ch o lo g y .
S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  th e  e x p e r im e n ta l s ta k e s  r e s t  on two 
com parisons among s tu d e n t s .  F i r s t ,  th e  r e s e a r c h  w i l l  compare 
you w ith  s tu d e n ts  i n  o th e r  401 s e c t io n s ,  none o f  w hich u se  
TAs and r e g u la r  g roup  d i s c u s s io n s .  Second, a f t e r  you have 
been  random ly and i m p a r t i a l l y  a s s ig n e d  to  e i t h e r  o f two h ig h ly
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p ro m is in g  group d i s c u s s io n  m ethods— c a l l e d  M ethods A and B—  
th e  ex p erim en t w i l l  compare th o s e  o f you u n d e r one m ethod 
w ith  th o s e  u n d e r th e  o th e r .  T hus, th e  f i r s t  co m p ariso n  i s  
betw een d i f f e r e n t  4-01 s e c t io n s ,  w hereas th e  second  i s  w i th in  
o n ly  y o u r own.
But w hat w i l l  you be  com pared on? Good q u e s t io n .  
A lthough th e  answ er to  t h i s  co u ld  ru n  f o r  p a g e s , i t  b o i l s  down 
to  two p r im a ry  s e t s  o f  m ea su re s . F i r s t ,  t h e r e  a re  y o u r own 
e v a lu a t io n s  o f  th e  c o u r s e .  Second, th e r e  a r e  y o u r own a t t i ­
tu d e s  ab o u t s o c ia l  i s s u e s . -
A t t i tu d e s ?  But w a it  a m in u te ! W ill  someone t r y  to  
i n d o c t r in a t e  you? The answ er to  t h i s  one i s  t h a t  even  i f  any  
of u s  w ere to  t r y ,  i t  p ro b a b ly  w ould n o t w ork, a t  l e a s t  n o t  
on anyone o f c o l le g e  c a l i b e r .  I n s te a d ,  we w i l l  s im p ly  u se  
d is c u s s io n s  to  p ro v id e  you w ith  th e  o p p o r tu n i ty  to  d ev e lo p  
a t t i t u d e s  a lo n g  w ith  i n t e l l e c t .  By c o n s ta n t ly  com paring and 
c o n t r a s t in g  y o u r v iew s w ith  th o s e  o f o th e r s  who a re  a l s o  w e ll 
in fo rm ed  and c a p a b le ,  you can  m u tu a lly  e n l ig h te n  each  o th e r .  
Sometimes you can  o f f e r  e n lig h te n m e n t to  them , and h o p e f u l ly  
som etim es th e y  can  o f f e r  e n lig h te n m e n t to  you . The c r u c i a l  
f a c t o r  i n  d e te rm in in g  a t t i t u d i n a l  g ro w th , o f c o u r s e ,  w i l l  b e  
y o u r own d e f i n i t i o n  o f  " e n lig h te n m e n t" , and th e  e x te n t  t o  w hich 
you a r e  open to  i t  i f  in d e e d  some o f i t  comes y o u r way. Hope­
f u l l y ,  o th e r s  w i l l  a ls o  be  open to  th e  i n s i g h t s  t h a t  you o f f e r  
to  them .
B efo re  g e t t i n g  to o  f a r  a d r i f t ,  how ever, l e t  u s  t u r n  
from  th e s e  more g e n e ra l  m a t te r s  to  a more s p e c i f i c  breakdow n 
o f th e  c o u rse  a s  i t  i s  p l o t t e d .
LOGISTICS: DULL BUT CRUCIAL
L ik e  rem em bering to  p ack  a  to o th b ru s h ,  a t t e n t i o n  to  d e t a i l s  
can  p re v e n t  c a r e l e s s  decay—p e rh a p s  i n  o n e 's  g ra d e . The 
fo llo w in g  ite m s  s p e c i f y  c l a s s  and group m e e tin g  p la c e s  and 
t im e s ,  a l l  on T uesdays and T h u rsd ay s , a s  w e ll  a s  any p r iv a t e  
m ee tin g s  you may w ant w ith  me.
M eetin g s: L e c tu re -O n ly  Days (Sep 8 , 13,  15)
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H am ilton  Sm ith  127 -128 , 3 :4-0-5:00
M e e tin g s : L e c tu re /D is c u s s io n  Hays
F o r h a l f  o f  s tu d e n ts :
L e c tu re  i n  Ham Sm ith  i n  127 -128 , 3 : 4-0-4-: 30 
Group m e e tin g s  i n  s e p a ra te  room s, 4 :35-5* '25
F o r o th e r  h a l f  o f  s tu d e n ts :
Group m e e tin g s  i n  s e p a r a te  room s, 3:4-0-4-: 30 
L e c tu re  i n  Ham Sm ith  12 7 -1 2 8 , 4-: 3 5 -5 :2 5
Imme d i a t e l y  b e f o re  c l a s s  on Tue 20 Sep a p o s te d  
announcem ent w i l l  a s s ig n  s tu d e n ts  to  t im e s ,  g ro u p s , 
and rooms
M e e tin g s : Ebcam Days
I f  th e  l a s t  d i g i t  o f y o u r S o c ia l  S e c u r i ty  Ho. i s  odd: 
Ham Sm ith  127 -128 , 3 :4 0 -5 :0 0
I f  th e  l a s t  d i g i t  i s  even:
Ham Sm ith  216 -217 , 3 :4-0-5:00
My O f f ic e ,  Phone, and H ours
H am ilton  Sm ith 12B (8 6 2 -2 3 6 0 ): Wed 2 :0 0 -4 -:0 0 , F r i
1 2 :0 0 -2 :0 0 . A lso , I  can  t a l k  a t  a p p r o p r ia te  t im e s  b y  
a p p o in tm e n t. P le a s e  do n o t be sh y . Your t u i t i o n  
f u l l y  e n t i t l e s  you to  s e r v i c e ,  and I  o f te n  b e n e f i t  
from  t a l k i n g  p e r s o n a l ly  w ith  s tu d e n ts .
Humber o f  c o n ta c t  h o u rs
You may have n o te d  t h a t  on a l l  b u t  a  few  day s  y o u r c o n ta c t  
tim e  ( t h a t  i s ,  tim e  i n  l e c t u r e s  o r g ro u p s) ru n s  -u n ti l  5 :25  
in s t e a d  o f  5 :0 0 , th e  l a t e r  s t a t e d  i n  th e  tim e  and room sc h e d u le  
o f  th e  U n iv e r s i ty .  T h is  a l t e r e d  a rran g em en t i s  n e c e s s a ry  to  
a llo w  th e  minimum o f  50 m in u te s  f o r  l e c t u r e s  o r  g ro u p s . How­
e v e r— and t h i s  p o in t  i s  q u i te  im p o r ta n t— y o u r t o t a l  number o f  
c o n ta c t  h o u rs  f o r  t h i s  c o u rse  w i l l  b e  a p p ro x im a te ly  th e  same 
a s  f o r  any  o th e r  s e c t io n  o f  P sych  40 1 . Among th e  co m p en sa tin g
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re a s o n s  a r e  th e s e :  u n l ik e  th e  o th e r  s e c t io n s ,  y o u r fo u r -h o u r
la b o r a to r y  re q u ire m e n t i s  in c lu d ed , i n  y o u r c l a s s  tim e ; th e r e  
i s  no f i n a l  exam; and on some days th e r e  w i l l  he  no l e c t u r e  (so  
t h a t  I  can  a t t e n d  a few group m e e t in g s ) .  T hus, you w i l l  
av e ra g e  ab o u t th r e e  c o n ta c t  h o u rs  p e r  week, a s  i n  o th e r  s e c t io n s .
Now l e t ' s  r e t u r n  t o  more i n t e r e s t i n g  m a t t e r s ,  such  as  
where we a r e  g o in g  and th e n  how we w i l l  g e t  t h e r e .
REQUIRED BOOKS AND READINGS: PACKING YOUR GEAR
The r e q u i r e d  l i t e r a r y  g e a r  f o r  th e  t r i p  i s  l i s t e d  a t  th e  end 
o f th e  C a le n d a r . The t o t a l  c o s t  w i l l  be  a b o u t $27 (p lu s  o v er 
$4- f o r  an  o p t io n a l  b u t  w id e ly  u se d  s tu d y  g u id e ) .  These c o s ts  
may seem s te e p ,  b u t  a s  c o n s o la t io n ,  you w i l l  n o t  have to  s e t  
f o o t  i n  th e  l i b r a r y  o r  spend  money and tim e  d o in g  any  x e ro x in g .
STUDY TIME: A NO-NONSENSE MATTER
As a fresh m an — n e a r ly  ev eryone  i n  t h i s  c l a s s  i s — i t  i s  v i t a l  
t o  g e t  s t a r t e d  on th e  r i g h t  f o o t .  T ha t m eans, f o r  one th in g ,  
a l l o t t i n g  s u f f i c i e n t  tim e  to  each  c o u r s e .  You w i l l  f in d  t h a t  
f o r  t h i s  one th e  C a len d a r h a s  b een  d e s ig n e d  to  r e q u i r e  v e ry  
n e a r ly  th e  same amount o f work each  week, nam ely , ab o u t t e n  
to  tw e lv e  h o u rs  w o rth , in c lu d in g  c o n ta c t  t im e .  S ta te d  in  
c a r e e r  te rm s  t h i s  f o u r - c r e d i t  c o u rse  i n  a  norm al s i x t e e n - c r e d i t  
lo a d  w i l l  r e q u i r e  w hat i s  ab o u t one f o u r th  o f  a  s a l a r i e d  
w o rk e r 's  t im e .
I f  any u n f o r tu n a te  s o u ls  s a d d le d  w ith  heavy  o u ts id e  
com m itm ents a re  lo o k in g  f o r  a l i g h t ,  easy  c o u r s e ,  th e y  have a 
r i g h t  to  know now d u r in g  th e  a d d /d ro p  p e r io d  t h a t  t h i s  c o u rse  
i s  ab o u t th e  w o rs t p o s s ib le  one to  s e l e c t .  I  c a n n o t be  to o  
em phatic  ab o u t t h i s  p o i n t .
THE ULTIMATE DESTINATION: ONE OE TWO CONNECTED SEAPORTS
The g o a ls  o f  th e  c o u rse  a re  two d e s t i n a t i o n s ,  b u t  o n ly  one i s  
u l t im a te .  They a r e  s e a p o r ts  lo c a te d  s id e  b y  s id e .  The f i r s t ,  
K now sport, i s  a  r e fu g e  f o r  th o s e  who p lo d d in g ly  m em orize a 
h o s t  o f  id e a s  ab o u t p sy c h . The seco n d , T h in k s p o r t ,  i s  a mecca
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f o r  th e  m ore ad v en tu reso m e , who have made m em o riza tio n  fu n  by  
concom m itan tly  g e t t i n g  h ig h  lo o k in g  f o r  r e l a t i o n s  among th e  
id e a s  and f in d in g  a p p l i c a t io n s  to  r e a l  l i f e  a s  i t  c o u ld  and 
in d e e d  sh o u ld  b e .
More s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  l e t  me s p e l l  o u t th e  g o a ls :
1 . Knowing i s  th e  p a s s iv e  a b i l i t y  to  r e p o r t  what 
was h e a rd  o r  r e a d ,  i n  t h i s  c a se  ab o u t p sy ch o ­
l o g i c a l  f a c t s ,  p r i n c i p l e s ,  and t h e o r i e s .
2 . T h in k in g  i s  th e  a c t i v e  a b i l i t y  to  i n t e r r e l a t e  
and a p p ly  what i s  known, i n  t h i s  c a se  ab o u t p sy ch  
to  r e a l  p e o p le  and s i t u a t i o n s .
You a r e ,  o f  c o u rs e ,  f r e e  to  choose w h a tev e r d e s t i n a t i o n  
you p l e a s e .  By c h o o s in g  o n ly  th e  f i r s t  you w ould p a s s  th e  
c o u rse  b u t  sh o rtc h a n g e  y o u r s e l f .  By ch o o s in g  th e  second  you 
would a u to m a t ic a l ly  b e  c h o o s in g  th e  f i r s t  a l s o .  F u rth e rm o re ,
I  am s u re  you have w hat i t  t a k e s  to  do th e  seco n d , nam ely , to  
see  r e l a t i o n s  w i th in  s ta te m e n ts  such  a s  t h i s  one: Knowing i s
to  T h in k in g  a s  low g ra d e s  a r e  to  h ig h  o n es , a s  d u l l  jo b s  a r e
to  f u l f i l l i n g  o n e s , a s  puny p ay ch eck s a re  to  _________________ .
You su p p ly  th e  r e s t ,  th e re b y  p ro v in g  my p o in t  ab o u t w hich  g o a l 
i s  f o r  yo u .
THE GRADING SYSTEM: YOUR PAY FOR PITCHING IN
The more you acco m p lish  th e  two p re c e d in g  g o a ls ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  
th e  seco n d , th e  more pay  you w i l l  g e t  a t  th e  R e g i s t r a r 's  O f f ic e .  
Your g rad e  w i l l  be  t r a n s l a t e d  from  a maximum o f  1000 C ourse 
P o in ts  (C P s). T h is  t o t a l  r e s u l t s  from  group  d is c u s s io n s  (300 
C P s), Exam One (250 C P s), Exam Two (200 C P s), a  te rm  p a p e r  
(150 C Ps), and a  l a b o r a to r y  re q u ire m e n t (100 C P s).
Group D is c u s s io n s  (500 CPs)
The m ain g o a l h e re  i s  T h in k in g . S in c e  i t  w i l l  o f te n  r e s u l t  i n  
th e  e x p re s s io n  o f  o p in io n s  we w i l l  g u a ra n te e  i m p a r t i a l i t y  i n  
g ra d in g  i t  b y  u s in g  o n ly  th e s e  t h r e e  u n b ia s e d , a l l - o r - n o n e  
c r i t e r i a  f o r  each  d is c u s s io n  m e e tin g :
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1 . A tte n d in g  (5 CPs o r  n o n e )—b e in g  th e r e  o r  n o t .
2 . T a lk in g  (5  CPs o r  none)— sa y in g  a  b a re  minimum o r  
n o t .
3 . W ritin g  (10  CPs o r  n o n e )—tu r n in g  i n  a  s h o r t ,  
m in im a lly  a c c e p ta b le  w r i t t e n  s ta te m e n t o r  n o t .
The w r i t t e n  s ta te m e n ts  w i l l  b e  d e s c r ib e d  i n  more d e t a i l  
when you a r e  a s s ig n e d  to  y o u r g ro u p . To r e c e iv e  c r e d i t  f o r  one 
you m ust a c t u a l l y  a t t e n d  th e  d is c u s s io n  to  w hich  th e  s ta te m e n t 
p e r t a i n s .  F o r exam ple, f o r  th e  t h r e e  c r i t e r i a ,  i n  o r d e r ,  0 
CPs + 0 CPs + 10 CPs = 10 CPs i s  i l l e g a l .  However, 5 CPs +
5 CPs + 0 CPs i s  l e g a l ,  a l th o u g h  n e g l e c t f u l .
Only th e  18 group m e e tin g s  f o r  w hich th e r e  i s  a s p e c i f i c  
p ap e rb ack  a ss ig n m en t a r e  e l i g i b l e  f o r  g ra d in g  (e x c e p t f o r  th e  
m ee tin g  on Oct 6 ) .  You can  e a rn  c r e d i t  i n  a s  many as 15 of
th e s e  m e e tin g s , th e r e b y  a llo w in g  you 3 excused  a b s e n c e s . A ddi­
t i o n a l  ab sen ces  w i l l  n o t  b e  excused  u n le s s  docum ented ev id e n ce  
can  be p ro v id e d  f o r  a l l  a b s e n c e s , in c lu d in g  th e  3 ab se n c es  
t h a t  have a l r e a d y  b een  u sed  u p . In  o th e r  w ords, i t  i s  unw ise 
to  w aste  y o u r 3 excused  a b s e n c e s . You may n eed  them  i n  a 
p in c h .
Exam One (250 CPs)
The g o a ls  o f  t h i s  e x e r c is e  a r e  b o th  Knowing and T h in k in g  in  
ro u g h ly  eq u a l p a r t s .  The exam w i l l  ask  m u l t ip le - c h o ic e  and 
e s sa y  q u e s t io n s — each  ty p e  aim ed a t  b o th  s k i l l s ,  b e l i e v e  i t  
o r  n o t .  Each o f  th e  two p a p e rb a c k s— Summer h i  11 and Walden Two— 
w i l l  be  w o rth  50 CPs, th e r e b y  a llo w in g  150 CPs f o r  th e  t e x t  
and o th e r  r e a d in g s .
S tu d e n ts  who m iss  Exam One w i l l  be  ex cu sed  o n ly  by 
p r e s e n t in g  docum ented j u s t i f i c a t i o n .  In  su ch  c a s e s  a  cum ula­
t i v e  make-up exam— t h a t  i s ,  one o v e r th e  e n t i r e  c o u r s e —w i l l  
th e n  be  s u b s t i t u t e d  on Dec 23 , th e  tim e  s c h e d u le d  b y  th e  
U n iv e r s i ty .
Exam Two (200 CPs)
A gain th e  g o a ls  a r e  Knowing and T h in k in g , b o th  ta p p e d  by 
q u e s tio n s  l i k e  th o s e  on Exam One. O nly th e  m a te r ia l  a s s ig n e d
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a f t e r  Exam One i s  f a i r  game. The one p a p e rb ac k — The A rt o f  
L oving—w i l l  b e  w o rth  50 CPs, th e re b y  a llo w in g  150 CPs f o r  
th e  t e x t  and o th e r  r e a d in g s .
S tu d e n ts  who m iss  Exam Two w i l l  f a l l  w i th in  th e  same 
make-up p r o v is io n s  a s  th o s e  who m iss  Exam One.
The Term P ap e r (150 CPs)
The g o a l o f  T h in k in g  i s  p r im a ry  h e r e ,  and w ith  i t  you can  
r e a l l y  c le a n  u p . However, Knowing w i l l  a l s o  e a rn  some c r e d i t .
S t a r t  b y  r e a d in g  th e  f o u r  p e r s o n a l i t y  t h e o r ie s  a s s ig n e d  
f o r  Weeks 1 0 -1 2 . E x t r a c t  what you view  to  be  th e  m ost p ro m is ­
in g  id e a s  from  a t  l e a s t  two o f th e s e  f o u r  m a jo r v ie w s . Then 
i n t e g r a t e  th e s e  n o t io n s  h a rm o n io u s ly  i n to  an  e c l e c t i c  p e rso n ­
a l i t y  th e o r y  t h a t  i s  e x c lu s iv e ly  y o u r own. Only TYPEWRITTEN 
R ep o rts  w i l l  b e  a c c e p te d , and f o u r  t o  s ix  p ag es  i s  ab o u t r i g h t .
Your te rm  p a p e r  w i l l  b e  g rad ed  in d e p e n d e n tly  b y  two 
TAs. Only th e  h ig h e r  o f  th e  two g ra d e s  w i l l  c o u n t .  T hus, y o u r 
id e a s  w i l l  g e t  much c l o s e r  s c r u t in y  th a n  I  a lo n e  c o u ld  g iv e .
To in s u r e  g ra d in g  on m e r i t  o n ly , I  am a s k in g  t h a t  you i d e n t i f y  
th e  p a p e r  o n ly  by  S o c ia l  S e c u r i ty  Number.
The L a b o ra to ry  R equ irem ent (100 CPs)
T h is  r e q u ire m e n t, c a l l i n g  f o r  Knowing and T h in k in g , e n a b le s  
you t o  see  f i r s th a n d  how p s y c h o lo g is ts  g e t  t h e i r  know ledge 
and w here i t  comes from . S im ila r  re q u ire m e n ts  upon c o l le g e  
s tu d e n ts  a c ro s s  o u r n a t io n  have f u r n is h e d  much—p e rh a p s  m ost— 
of th e  f in d in g s  in  y o u r t e x t  by  Kagan & Havemann.
At UNH th e  Dept o f  Psych  r e q u i r e s  f o u r  h o u rs  o u ts id e  
o f c l a s s .  However, s in c e  th e  r e s e a r c h  i n  t h i s  c o u rse  i s  
o c c u r r in g  w i th in  th e  c l a s s  i t s e l f ,  we can  k i l l  two b i r d s  w ith  
one s to n e .  In  c l a s s  I  am a s k in g  you to  spend  fo u r  s e p a r a r a te  
h o u rs  c o m p le tin g  q u e s t io n n a i r e s  ab o u t t h i s  r e s e a r c h .  Prom 
tim e  to  tim e  i n  l e c t u r e s ,  I  w i l l  e x p la in  th e  b a s ic s  o f what 
we a r e  d o in g . P in a l ly ,  a f t e r  c o m p le tin g  y o u r l a s t  q u e s t io n ­
n a i r e  on Dec 15 I  w i l l  hand you a  more i l lu m in a t in g  summary.
Then i n t e g r a t e  y o u r  e x p e r ie n c e s ,  my o r a l  e x p la n a t io n s ,  
and th e  p r in t e d  summary in to  an  e s sa y  o r  la b  r e p o r t  t h a t  c o u ld
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e x p la in  th e  ex p erim en t to  any p e rso n  on th e  s t r e e t .  She m ig h t 
want t o  s e e — and I  am r e q u i r in g —b o th  th e  fo llo w in g  to p i c s  and 
some e la b o r a t io n  on each :
G en era l a r e a  o f p sy ch  
S ta te m en t o f  p rob lem  
S p e c i f ic  h y p o th e s is  t e s t e d  
V a r ia b le s
In d ep en d en t 
D ependent 
C o n tro l p ro c e d u re s  u sed  
Im p l ic a t io n s  o f th e  r e s e a r c h  
S u b je c t iv e  e v a lu a t io n :
C la r i t y
V alue
P e e lin g s
P le a s e  be s u re  to  in c lu d e  a  f u l l  p a ra g ra p h  o f  p e r f e c t l y  f r a n k  
s u b je c t iv e  e v a lu a t io n — w h eth er p o s i t i v e  o r  n e g a t iv e .  T h is  can  
o f te n  h e lp  a r e s e a r c h e r  im m ensely i n  s e e in g  th in g s  he o r  she 
m igh t o th e rw ise  o v e r lo o k .
The r e p o r t  m ust be  TYPEWRITTEN on ab o u t two p a g e s . I t  
w i l l  b e  y o u r v e ry  l a s t  a s s ig n m e n t. I  w i l l  p e r s o n a l ly  re a d  i t  
and aw ard e i t h e r  0 o r  100 CPs, w ith  no in -b e tw e e n s . N e a r ly  
everyone  u s u a l ly  g e ts  f u l l  c r e d i t .
C o n v e rtin g  C ourse P o in ts  i n t o  Your Grade
Upon summing y o u r CPs a t  th e  end o f  th e  c o u r s e ,  I  w i l l  c o n v e r t  
them to  a l e t t e r  g rad e  by  com bining  two s ta n d a r d s .  P i r s t ,  
a c c o rd in g  t o  th e  R e g i s t r a r ,  th e  av e rag e  i n s t r u c t o r  aw ards 
ab o u t 20 p e rc e n t  o f  th e  s tu d e n ts  A 's ,  40 p e r c e n t  B 's ,  30 
p e r c e n t  C 's ,  and 10 p e r c e n t  D 's ;  c o n s p ic u o u s ly  low s tu d e n ts ,  
i f  an y , g e t  P 's .  Second, a l th o u g h  any n o ta b le  o v e r a l l  p e r ­
form ance d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tw een  t h i s  c l a s s  and my p re v io u s  ones 
a r e  u n l i k e l y ,  su ch  gaps c o u ld  m odify  th e  p re v io u s  p e rc e n ta g e s  
somewhat i n  e i t h e r  d i r e c t i o n .
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L e t 's  k i l l  a  p o s s ib le  m isc o n c e p tio n  ab o u t th e  r e l a t i v e  
im p o rtan ce  o f  y o u r f i v e  CP s u b t o t a l s ,  whose maximums a re  300, 
250, 200, 150 , and 100 CPs, a s  you may r e c a l l .  T h e ir  r e a l  con­
t r i b u t i o n  to  y o u r g ra d e  does n o t n e c e s s a r i l y  go i n  t h a t  o r d e r .  
I n s te a d ,  th e  m ost im p o r ta n t s u b to ta l  i s  th e  one on w hich  you 
and y o u r c la s s m a te s  sp re a d  o u t th e  m ost among y o u r s e lv e s .  The 
g r e a t e s t  sp re a d  w i l l  p ro b a b ly  o ccu r on th e  second  s u b to t a l ,
Exam One (maximum 250 C P s), on w hich  m ost o f  th e  s c o re s  w i l l  
p ro b a b ly  h o v e r  from  ab o u t 175 CPs to  225 CPs, th e re b y  m aking 
i t  e a sy  to  a s s ig n  d i f f e r e n t  g ra d e s  to  d i f f e r e n t  s tu d e n t s .  Eor 
t h i s  r e a s o n ,  th e  m ost im p o rta n t  p a r t s  o f  y o u r g rad e  w i l l  
p ro b a b ly  b e  th e  two exams and th e  te rm  p a p e r .  (However, you 
would s e r i o u s ly  h u r t  y o u r s e l f  by f a i l i n g  to  t u r n  i n ,  s a y , th e  
Lab R e p o r t, b e c a u se  n e a r ly  everyone e l s e  w i l l ,  th e re b y  b e in g  
100 CPs h ig h e r  and n e a r ly  a l l  bunched t o g e t h e r . )
The A d m in is t r a t iv e  P : A G h a s tly  S car
I f  f o r  any re a s o n  you f a l l  h o p e le s s ly  b e h in d  d u r in g  th e  e a r ly  
p a r t  o f  th e  c o u r s e ,  th e n  p le a s e  rem edy y o u r p l i g h t :  d ro p  th e
c o u rse  o f f i c i a l l y  a t  Thompson H a ll  by  Tue 25 O c t. F a i lu r e  to  
do so h a s  a  t r a g i c  conseq u en ce : an  a d m in is t r a t iv e  F .
METHODS A AND B: DIFFERENT ON-THE-JOB TRAINING PROGRAMS
The group d is c u s s io n s  can  be  re g a rd e d  a s  t r a i n i n g  p rogram s 
t h a t  h e lp  u s  g e t  to  o u r  u l t im a te  d e s t i n a t i o n ,  T h in k s p o r t .  As 
in d ic a te d  e a r l i e r ,  two such  p rogram s w i l l  be  u se d : M ethod A
and Method B. You w i l l  be random ly a s s ig n e d  to  o n ly  o n e . 
Random, o f  c o u r s e ,  means t h a t  y o u r a ss ig n m en t i s  made by th e  
"d ic e "  o f r e s e a r c h —n o t  by you o r  by  me. A lthough  I  w i l l  
d e s c r ib e  y o u r a s s ig n e d  method to  you i n  more d e t a i l  l a t e r ,  
p e rh a p s  you w ould l i k e  a  b r i e f  s k e tc h  o f b o th  now.
Method A
H ere th e  f i r s t  h a l f  o f  each  group m e e tin g  i s  d e v o te d  to  th e  
d is c u s s io n  o f  a  s o c ia l  dilem m a. F o r exam ple, Does a  R a d c l i f f e  
s tu d e n t  have th e  r i g h t  to  s t a r t  d a t in g  o th e r s  i f  h e r  p r e s e n t  
l o v e r 's  p s y c h o lo g is t  w arns h e r  t h a t  d o in g  so w i l l  c e r t a i n l y
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cau se  him to  jump o f f  o f  th e  P r u d e n t ia l  C e n te r?  The l a s t  h a l f  
o f  th e  m ee tin g  i s  d e v o te d  to  a  s im i la r  dilem m a b a se d  on th e  
c u r r e n t  p a p e rb ac k  r e a d in g  a s s ig n m e n t. A f te r  th e  m ee tin g  each  
s tu d e n t  w r i t e s  a s h o r t  summary o f  th e  c o re  id e a s  t h a t  some 
o th e r  group  member e x p re s s e d .
Method B
In  t h i s  c a s e  each  s tu d e n t  p r e p a re s  f o r  th e  g roup  m eetin g  by 
w r i t in g  a  s h o r t  d i s c u s s io n  q u e s t io n .  F o r i n s t a n c e ,  Why do 
you l i k e  o r  d i s l i k e  th e  c h i ld r e a r in g  p o l i c y  i n  W alden Two, 
w here c h i l d  t r a i n i n g  s p e c i a l i s t s  spend more tim e  w ith  c h i ld r e n  
th a n  p a r e n t s  do? Then a t  th e  m ee tin g  i t s e l f  each  s tu d e n t  i s  
a s s ig n e d  ro u g h ly  e q u a l tim e  t o  e n t e r t a i n  a s h o r t  d i s c u s s io n  
on h i s  o r  h e r  q u e s t io n .
S ee in g  B oth  M ethods i n  A c tio n
B oth  o f  th e s e  m ethods w i l l  soon  be  d e m o n s tra te d  to  you i n  
l e c t u r e  by  s p e c i a l i s t s .  The TAs, i n  whom I  have immense con­
f id e n c e ,  w i l l  p la y  th e  r o l e  o f  s tu d e n ts  w h ile  I  a c t  a s  th e  TA.
H o p e fu lly  i t  w i l l  g e t  th e  s e m e s te r  o f f  to  a  l i v e l y  s t a r t .
I t  d id  l a s t  F a l l .
APPENDIX C
GROUP DISCUSSIONS: METHOD A
Showing much p ro m ise , t h i s  m ethod i s  i s s u e  c e n te r e d . I t  
s t r e s s e s  two a c t i v i t i e s ,  b o th  aim ed a t  th e  g o a l o f  T h in k in g . 
F i r s t ,  you t a l k  o v e r a  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  i s s u e  w ith  s tu d e n ts  l i k e
y o u r s e l f .  Second, you l i s t e n  q u i t e  c a r e f u l l y  to  each  o f them
to  f a c i l i t a t e  com paring t h e i r  v iew s w ith  y o u r s .  The i s s u e s  
a r e  ta k e n  from  b o th  y o u r d a i l y  p a p e rb a c k  a ss ig n m e n t and from  
a s e t  o f  p s y c h o lo g ic a l ly  o r ie n te d  i s s u e s ,  The F i r e s id e  F i f t y ,  
w hich  w i l l  b e  handed  o u t .
L e t u s  now c r y s t a l i z e  th e s e  b ro a d  s tro k es  in to  a  more 
e x p l i c i t ,  s ta n d a rd  o p e r a t in g  p ro c e d u re  (SOP) f o r  each  a f t e r ­
noon d i s c u s s io n .
1 . One week p r i o r  to  th e  d i s c u s s io n  y o u r  group and
TA w i l l  s e l e c t  one o f  t h r e e  i s s u e s  d e s c r ib e d  q u i te
b r i e f l y  i n  The F i r e s id e  F i f t y .  Then, d u r in g  th e
week g la n c e  a t  th e  i s s u e  i n  i t s  a l t e r n a t e ,  expanded 
form , w hich  i s  a ls o  i n  The F i r e s id e  F i f t y .  How­
e v e r , even  th e  expanded form  w i l l  n o t  c o n ta in  
s u f f i c i e n t  in fo rm a tio n  f o r  a  r e a s o n a b le  p e rs o n  to  
make an  in fo rm ed  judgm ent ab o u t i t .  T h e re fo re ,  
s im p ly  e n t e r t a i n  some t e n t a t i v e  th o u g h ts  on i t  to  
s h a re  w ith  y o u r c o l le a g u e s ,  who w i l l  a l s o  s h a re  
t h e i r s  w ith  y o u .
2 . At th e  d i s c u s s io n  m e e tin g  a week l a t e r  you w i l l  
b e  a sk ed  to  d is c u s s  y o u r v iew s on , f i r s t ,  th e  
p r e v io u s ly  i d e n t i f i e d  i s s u e  an d , seco n d , a  new 
i s s u e  su g g e s te d  by  th e  c u r r e n t  p a p e rb a c k  a s s ig n ­
m en t. H o p e fu lly  on each  i s s u e  t h e r e  w i l l  b e  a 
h e a l th y  d is a g re e m e n t, w hich  y o u r TA w i l l  t r y  to  
p ro m o te , b e c a u se  w ith o u t i t  an  i s s u e  n e v e r  g e t s  
o f f  th e  g ro u n d , and  d is c u s s io n  can  become la b o r e d .
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D is c u s s io n s  w i l l  s t r e s s  n o t  w hich  s id e  o f an  i s s u e  
you le a n  to w ard , b u t  r a t h e r  th e  r e a s o n s  f o r  t h i s  
s ta n c e .
3 . A c r u c i a l  a s p e c t  o f  M ethod A i s  g en u in e  l i s t e n i n g ,  
a s  em bodied i n  th e  fo llo w in g  r e q u ire m e n t. At th e  
s t a r t  o f  each  m ee tin g  y o u r  TA w i l l —unknown to  you - 
d e s ig n a te  one s tu d e n t  a s  th e  Key P e rso n . T h is  
s t u d e n t 's  i d e n t i t y ,  known n o t  even  t o  him - o r  
h e r s e l f ,  w i l l  n o t  be  r e v e a le d  u n t i l  th e  v e ry  end
o f  th e  m e e tin g . A f te r  t h e  m ee tin g  you a r e  to  
sum m arize what th e  Key P e rso n  s a id  ab o u t b o th  
i s s u e s .  Do t h i s  on a L is te n in g  S h e e t.
4 .  At th e  n e x t m ee tin g  subm it y o u r L is te n in g  S h ee t 
o r ig i n a l  to  y o u r TA, who w i l l  aw ard i t  f u l l  c r e d i t  
u n le s s  you showed l i t t l e  r e c o l l e c t i o n  o f  w hat th e  
Key P e rso n  s a id .  Subm it th e  copy to  th e  Key P e rso n  
who i s  th e n  r e s p o n s ib le  f o r  w r i t in g  e i t h e r  
"A ccepted" o r  "R e je c te d "  on i t  p lu s  any comments 
t h a t  he o r  she may w ant to  ad d . However, n e i t h e r  
th e  Key P e r s o n 's  a s se s sm e n t n o r  comments— i f  any— 
w i l l  a f f e c t  y o u r g ra d e . He o r sh e  m ust r e t u r n  t h i s  
copy to  you a t  th e  n e x t g roup  m e e tin g .
Your academ ic pay  f o r  d i s c u s s io n  c o n t r ib u t io n s  i s  
s p e c i f i e d  i n  th e  C ourse S y l la b u s ,  p a g e s 75 th ro u g h 76. T h is  
p a r t  o f th e  c o u rse  sh o u ld  e l i c i t  no sw eat from  anyone who re a d s  
th e  a ss ig n m e n ts  and l i s t e n s  t o  o th e r s .  In d eed , much optim ism  
h as  a l r e a d y  b een  e x p re sse d  ab o u t i t .
APPENDIX D
SOCIAL ISSUES EOR GROUP DISCUSSIONS UNDER METHOD A:
THE FIRESIDE FIFTY
J u s t  a s  P r e s id e n ts  R o o se v e lt and C a r te r  h e ld  f i r e s i d e  c h a ts  
ab o u t s o c i a l  i s s u e s ,  so can  you i n  g roup  m e e tin g s . The fo llo w ­
in g  f i f t y  i s s u e s  f o r  u s e  u n d e r M ethod A a r e ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  more 
p s y c h o lo g ic a l  and in t e r p e r s o n a l  th a n  p o l i t i c a l  and  i n t e r n a t i o n a l .  
F u r th e r ,  i s s u e s  t h a t  i n t e r l o c k  d i r e c t l y  w ith  th e  c u r r e n t  c o u rse  
t o p ic  f o r  th e  sc h ed u le d  d i s c u s s io n  d a te  a r e  m arked "by a s t e r i s k s  
( * ) ;  o n ly  th e n  i s  th e  to p i c  l i s t e d .
A lthough  th e  f i r s t  i s s u e ,  c a l l e d  C a p ta in 's  Dilemma, 
and th e  second  one , t i t l e d  V o lu n ta ry  E u th a n a s ia ,  a r e  r e q u ir e d  
d i s c u s s io n  m a t e r i a l ,  t h e r e  i s  c h o ic e  among th e  re m a in in g  f o r t y -  
e ig h t .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  f o r  each  d a te  o n ly  one o f  th e  th r e e  
l i s t e d  i s s u e s  i s  to  b e  ch osen  by  y o u r g ro u p . (C re d i t  go es  to  
th e  K oh lberg  s t a f f  f o r  th e  f i r s t  i s s u e ,  to  H a ll  and D av is ,
1975, f o r  th e  seco n d , and to  B l a t t ,  C olby , and S p e ic h e r , 1974, 
f o r  th e  r e s t . )





S o c ia l  I s s u e s
C a p ta in 's  Dilemma: S hould  a c a p t a in  on
an  u n d e r - s u p p l ie d  l i f e b o a t  o rd e r  anyone 
o v e rb o a rd  so t h a t  more m igh t l i v e ?
V o lu n ta ry  E u th a n a s ia ; Should  a  t e r m in a l ly  
i l l  f a t h e r  add a  few  m onths to  h i s  l i f e  
b y  h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n ,  i f  i t s  s te e p  expense  
c o s t s  h i s  w ife  and te e n a g e  d a u g h te r s  t h e i r  
home and c o l le g e  e d u c a tio n ?
Honor S ystem : On a  take-hom e exam to  be
g rad ed  on a c u r v e , sh o u ld  you h e lp  a  
f r i e n d  who a s k s  f o r  answ ers?
S h o p l i f t i n g : In  a  su p e rm ark e t sh o u ld  Ms.
Jac k so n  r e p o r t  a young man who i s  s l ip p in g  
fo o d  in to  h i s  c o a t?
Y ellow  F e v e r : Should  d o c to r s  have in j e c t e d
y e llo w  f e v e r  in to  unknow ing v o lu n te e r s  i n  
th e  hope o f f in d in g  a  c u re  to  sav e  many 
w o rk e r 's  l i v e s ,  a s  w e ll  a s  b u i ld in g  th e  
Panama C anal?
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Oct 4-
Oct 6 
Oct 11 P h y s io ­
l o g i c a l
P sych
Oct 13 B n o tio n
S ex u a l E x p l o i t a t i o n : I f  a  g i r l  w i l l  have
in t e r c o u r s e  o n ly  w ith  someone who lo v e s  
h e r ,  i s  i t  wrong f o r  a guy to  se e k  and 
have sex  w ith  h e r  b y  in s i n c e r e l y  a c t in g  
s e r io u s ?
S t e r i l i z a t i o n : I f  a  man ' f a i l s  to  s u p p o rt
th e  many c h i ld r e n  he p ro d u c e s  in  and o u t 
o f  w ed lo ck , sh o u ld  a c o u r t  r e q u i r e  t h a t  
he  choose  b e tw een  j a i l  and s t e r i l i z a t i o n  
(w hich  i s  a  m inor o p e r a t io n )?
H u sb an d less  Im p re g n a tio n : I f  a w ife  w an ts
to  g iv e  b i r t h  to  c h i ld r e n ,  n o t  a d o p t them , 
b u t  h e r  husband  ca n n o t p ro d u c e , sh o u ld  sh e  
t r y  to  g e t  p re g n a n t w ith  a n o th e r  man?
No i s s u e s  to d a y .
*Homemade LSD: I s  i t  wrong f o r  a  c h e m is try
s tu d e n t  to  p ro d u ce  LSD i n  h e r  own home, 
p ro v id e d  t h a t  no one e l s e  g e t s  i t ?
*D rugs: S o f t  v s .  Hard:: I f  J o e 's  b r o th e r
i s  s e l l i n g  b o th  s o f t  and h a rd  d ru g s  and 
th e  l a t t e r  i s  r u in in g  p e o p le 's  l i v e s ,  
sh o u ld  Joe  r e p o r t  him?
*H e ro in  and L i f e  S e n te n c e s : Should  p e o p le
who r e p e a te d ly  s e l l  h e r o in  g e t  m andato ry  
l i f e  s e n te n c e s  to  p re v e n t  th e  d r u g 's  
r u in o u s  e f f e c t s  on o th e r s ?
*R ec la im in g  O n e 's  C h i ld : I f  an  u n m a rrie d
m o th e r 's  i l l e g i t i m a t e  and o n ly  c h i l d  i s  
a d o p te d , and she  l a t e r  g e t s  m a rr ie d  b u t  
c an n o t g iv e  b i r t h ,  sh o u ld  she  seek  to  
r e c la im  th e  c h i ld  she now lo n g s  f o r ?
*P a r e n ts  v s .  B o y f r ie n d : I f  an  a d o le s c e n t
g i r l  i s  c o n fu s in g  p a s s io n  w ith  an i r r e ­
v e r s i b l y  s e r io u s  r e l a t i o n  w ith  h e r  b o y f r ie n d ,  
sh o u ld  h e r  p a r e n ts  t r y  to  s to p  i t ?
M arriag e  by F a ls e  A d v e r t i s in g : I f  a  g i r l
l u r e s  a  guy in to  m a rr ia g e  b y  f a l s e l y  c la im ­
in g  to  be w e a lth y , b u t  a f t e r  th e  m a rr ia g e  
he l e a r n s  t h e  t r u t h ,  does he  have g ro u n d s 
f o r  d iv o rc e ?
Oct 18 M o tiv a tio n  *D au g h ter v s .  Son: Should  p a r e n ts  be  m ore
(& Women's s t r i c t  ab o u t th e  s e x u a l r e l a t i o n s  o f  t h e i r
I s s u e s )  a d o le s c e n t  d a u g h te r  th a n  ab o u t th e  ones o f
h e r  tw in  b r o th e r?
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♦A f f a i r  f o r  Money: Should  a  woman become
h e r  b o s s ' m is t r e s s  t o  p ay  f o r  h e r  h u s b a n d 's  
c a n c e r  t r e a tm e n ts  and p ro v id e  f o r  h e r  
fa m ily ?
♦A c c id e n ta l  In ,ju ry : I f ,  w ith  a t t e n t i o n  
s e e k in g  m o tiv e s , a  boy rem oves a  g i r l ' s  
c h a i r  b u t  a c c id e n ta l l y  b re a k s  h e r  b a c k , 
sh o u ld  h e r  p a r e n ts  su e  h is ?
♦C a re e r  v s .  F a m ily : When o f f e r e d  an
e x c i t in g  jo b  r e q u i r in g  much t r a v e l ,  sh o u ld  
a f a t h e r  ta k e  i t  o r  c o n tin u e  t o  d e v o te  
l o t s  o f  tim e  and a f f e c t i o n  to  h i s  fa m ily ?
P r o te c t in g  a  M ate; I f  two th u g s  w ith  guns 
c o n v in c in g ly  o rd e r  a  guy to  abandon h i s  
g i r l  o r  p ay  w ith  h i s  l i f e ,  th e n  i s  h i s  
h o n o r o r  th e  t h r e a t  t o  h i s  l i f e  more 
im p o rta n t?
Sex a s  a  N eed: I f  th e  f a t h e r  i n  a  f a m ily
w ith  f o u r  c h i ld r e n  becom es p a ra ly z e d  and 
th e  m o th er s t i l l  n eed s  s e x , sh o u ld  she  
have an e x t r a m a r i t a l  a f f a i r  o r  g e t  a 
d iv o rc e ?
♦Sex R o les i n  M a rr ia g e : I f  two s tu d e n ts
w ant to  g e t  m a rr ie d  b u t  r e a l i z e  t h a t  th e  
c o s t  w i l l  f o r c e  one o f them o u t o f  sc h o o l 
f o r  now, sh o u ld  i t  be th e  guy o r  th e  g i r l ?
♦Saving L iv e s  by  T o r tu r e ; I n  o rd e r  t o  
o b ta in  c r u c i a l  in fo rm a tio n  ab o u t d rug  
r in g s  t h a t  a r e  r u in in g  l i v e s ,  sh o u ld  law  
o f f i c i a l s  u se  p h y s ic a l  means to  g e t  i n f o r ­
m a tio n  from  c o n v ic te d  r in g  members?
♦M arry ing  f o r  Money: I f  an  a g in g , w e a lth y
widower n eed s  co m p an io n sh ip , sh o u ld  a  
young woman w ith  an  eye on h i s  w i l l  p ro ­
v id e  i t  by  m arry in g  him?
No i s s u e s  to d a y .
No i s s u e s  to d a y .
♦F o rced  B u s in g : I f  b u s in g  i s  th e  o n ly
f e a s i b l e  way to  a c h ie v e  i n t e g r a t i o n ,  y e t  
a  p a r e n t  i s  co n v in ced  t h a t  i t  h u r t s  h i s  
own c h i l d 's  e d u c a tio n , i s  he j u s t i f i e d  
i n  t r y i n g  to  s to p  i t ?
♦D o c to r v s .  P a r e n t s : Should  a  d o c to r
save a  d y in g  c h i ld  w ith o u t  th e  p e rm is s io n  
o f  th e  p a r e n t s — who a r e  C h r i s t i a n  S c ie n t i s t s -  







Spouse Sw apping: I f  sex  has  become d u l l
f o r  two m id d le  aged c o u p le s ,  b u t  a l l  f o u r  
p a r t n e r s  a g re e  t o  "swap" f o r  in t e r c o u r s e ,  
sh o u ld  th e y ?
---------------  h iv in g  T o g e th e r ; I f  a  co u p le  w ant to  t r y
l i v i n g  to g e th e r  a s  a  t r i a l  f o r  m a r r ia g e , 
sh o u ld  th e y ?
R eproducing  R e ta r d a te s : I f  a  r e t a r d e d
co u p le  a r e  h ig h ly  l i k e l y  to  have o n ly  
r e t a r d e d  c h i ld r e n ,  who b u rd en  s o c ie ty  
h e a v i ly ,  sh o u ld  t h i s  r e p ro d u c t io n  be 
a llo w ed ?
H e a lth  C a re : S hould  d o c to r s  be f o rc e d
o n to  governm ent p a y r o l l s  to  in s u r e  t h a t  
p e o p le  u n a b le  to  p a y , p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e i r  
c h i ld r e n ,  a r e  g u a ra n te e d  ad e q u a te  h e a l t h  
c a re ?
S o c ia l  *A n ti-S e m itis m : I f  banks a r e  r e l u c t a n t
to  h i r e  and prom ote Je w ish  p e o p le ,  sh o u ld  
a Jew ish  a p p l ic a n t  f o r  bank t e l l e r  l i e  
ab o u t h i s  n a t i o n a l i t y  to  c o r r e c t  f o r  th e  
b ia s ?
*D is c r im in a t io n  i n  C lu b s : Does a  p r i v a t e
c o u n try  c lu b  have th e  r i g h t  to  ex c lu d e  
from  i t s  m em bership any  r a c e ,  r e l i g i o n ,  
o r  sex?
*D is c r im in a t io n  i n  R ea l E s t a t e : To p r e ­
v e n t  a  d rop  i n  t h e i r  own house  v a lu e s ,  
sh o u ld  w h ite  n e ig h b o rs  i n s i s t  t h a t  o th e r  
n e ig h b o rs  s e l l  t h e i r  h o u ses  o n ly  to  w h ite s?
A g g re ss io n  * K i l le r  Turned P r i e s t : I f  a German
o f f i c e r  had  obeyed N azi o rd e rs  to  k i l l  
many in n o c e n t P o le s  b u t  had  r e fu s e d  to  
k i l l  s t i l l  o th e r  o n e s , and he l a t e r  
becom es a  p r i e s t ,  sh o u ld  he  a t  any  tim e  
be t r i e d  i n  c o u r t  a s  a  w ar c r im in a l?
*My L a i M assac re : At My L a i ,  V ietnam ,
w here L t .  G a lle y  o rd e re d  h i s  company to  
k i l l  a l l  th e  v i l l a g e r s ,  in c lu d in g  c h i ld r e n ,  
was S g t. B e rn h a r t ,  t h e  o n ly  s o ld i e r  who 
r e f u s e d ,  m ore r i g h t  o r  l e s s  r i g h t  th a n  
e v e ry  o th e r  A m erican th e r e ?
*Gun C o n tro l : Should  v i o l e n t  c r im e s  be
red u ced  by  r e s t r i c t i n g  d an g ero u s  weapons 
o r  sh o u ld  p e o p le  have th e  r i g h t  to  u se  








F reud  ^E x t r a m a r i ta l  A c c id e n t: S hould  Ms.
H am ilto n , a  w ife  and m other who g o t 
p re g n a n t i n  a  s e c r e t  a f f a i r  w ith  h e r  
"boss, t e l l  h e r  husband  who th e  r e a l  
f a t h e r  p ro h a h ly  i s  i f  t h e  husband  w ould 
n o t  o th e rw ise  know?
*P a ra ly z e d  H usband; I f  a  young husband  
becom es p a ra ly z e d  b e f o re  h i s  w ife  has  
c o n c e iv e d  any c h i ld r e n ,  whom sh e  w ants 
b a d ly ,  sh o u ld  th e y  g e t  d iv o rc e d ?
*L onely  W ife : I f  newlyweds have no
c h i ld r e n ,  and th e  h u sband  i s  away a t  w ar, 
and th e  w ife  i s  q u i t e  lo n e ly ,  sh o u ld  she  
have an  a f f a i r  w i th  someone u n t i l  h e r  
husband  comes home?
---------------  R obin  Hood: I f  a  s t in g y  o ld  man w ith  an
i n h e r i t e d f o r t u n e  p la y s  c a rd s  w ith  a  
shrew d young man who g iv e s  a l l  w in n in g s  
to  p e o p le  i n  n e ed , i s  i t  r i g h t  f o r  th e  
young man to  c h e a t?
A s tro n a u ts  i n  T ro u b le : I f  a  sp ace  c a p s u le
c o n ta in in g  f o u r  a s t r o n a u t s  w i l l  p ro b a b ly  
e x p lo d e  u n le s s  one o f them  s a c r i f i c e s  
h im s e lf  to  f i x  th e  p rob lem  o u ts id e ,  
s h o u ld  th e  c a p ta in  do i t  h im s e lf  o r o r d e r  
someone e l s e  to  do i t ?
S u p p o rt o f  P a r e n t s : S hould  a g in g  p a r e n ts
b e  s u p p o r te d  by  t h e i r  c h i ld r e n  o r  by  th e  
governm ent?
---------------  Homosexual T e n a n ts : I f  some ap a rtm e n t
t e n a n t s  o b je c t  t h a t  o th e r  t e n a n t s  a r e  
hom osexuals and can  p ro v e  i t ,  th u s  t h r e a t e n ­
in g  th e  b u i l d i n g 's  r e p u t a t i o n ,  sh o u ld  th e  
la n d lo r d  a sk  th e  hom osexuals to  move o u t?
U n w illin g  K idney D onor: I f  o n ly  one d y in g
man h a s  th e  p e r f e c t  t i s s u e  m atch  f o r  a 
k id n e y  t r a n s p l a n t  t h a t  w i l l  save  a  g i r l ' s 
l i f e ,  b u t  he w an ts h i s  dead body to  rem ain  
i n t a c t ,  sh o u ld  th e  d o c to r  p e rfo rm  th e  
t r a n s p l a n t  anyway?
D r a f t  R e s i s ta n c e : I f  p e o p le  do n o t  f e e l
t h a t  t h e i r  c o u n try  i s  r i g h t  i n  a  f o r e ig n  
w ar, sh o u ld  th e y  r e f u s e  to  b e  d r a f te d ?
--------------- P la g ia r i s m ; I n  c o u rs e s  t h a t  g ra d e  on th e
c u rv e  an d , th u s ,  rew ard  u n d e te c te d  
p la g ia r is m  o n ly  a t  t h e  expense  o f  more 
h o n e s t  s tu d e n ts ,  i s  an a u to m a tic  P i n  th e  
c o u rse  to o  s e v e re  a  p e n a l ty  f o r  t h i s  





M o th e r 's  L i f e  v s .  C h i l d 's ; I f  e i t h e r  
th e  m o th e r 's  l i f e  o r  th e  c h i l d 's  can  he  
saved, i n  th e  d e l iv e r y  room, and th e  
hushand  sa y s  h e  w an ts th e  c h i l d ,  sh o u ld  
th e  d o c to r  comply?
Bomh S h e l t e r : I f  th e  J o n e s ' bomb s h e l t e r
h a s  enough a i r  f o r  o n ly  th e m se lv e s , b u t  
th e  S m iths a r e  t r y i n g  t o  b re a k  i n ,  sh o u ld  
Mr. Jo n es sh o o t them  a s  a  l a s t  r e s o r t  to  
keep them o u t?
Review *P r e m a r i ta l  S ex : I f  a  g i r l  can n o t
e x p la in  why sh e  f e e l s  t h a t  p r e m a r i t a l  sex  
i s  w rong, b u t  s t i l l  f e e l s  s t r o n g ly  ab o u t 
i t ,  s h o u ld  she  ad o p t h e r  b o y f r i e n d 's  
r a t i o n a l e  t h a t  i t  i s  r i g h t ?
*D a tin g  Betw een R a c e s : Should  a  w h ite
g i r l  d a te  a  b la c k  guy i f  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n  
c o u ld  l e a d  t o  m a rr ia g e  and c h i ld r e n ,  whom 
some p e o p le  m igh t r e j e c t ?
*D a tin g  Betw een R e l ig io n s : Should  a
C a th o lic  g i r l  m arry  a  Je w ish  guy i f  h e r  
t r u l y  dev o u t p a r e n t s  m a in ta in  t h a t  h e r  
a c t  w i l l  d e s t r o y  t h e i r  l i v e s ,  e s p e c i a l l y  
i f  any g r a n d c h i ld re n  become Jew ish?
APPENDIX E
GROUP DISCUSSIONS: METHOD B
H ig h ly  p o p u la r  l a s t  y e a r ,  t h i s  m ethod i s  s tu d e n t  c e n te r e d . I t  
s t r e s s e s  two a c t i v i t i e s ,  b o th  aim ed a t  th e  g o a l  o f  T h in k in g . 
E i r s t ,  from  one o f  th e  p a p e rb a c k s  you s e l e c t  a  to p ic  o f  i n t e r ­
e s t  to  s tu d e n ts  l i k e  y o u r s e l f .  Second, you d is c u s s  th e  m a t te r  
w ith  o th e r s .
The more th e  to p i c  i n t e g r a t e s  th e  p a p e rb a c k  w ith  th e  
t e x t  and r e a l  l i f e ,  th e  more i t  w i l l  a id  b o th  y o u r  u n d e rs ta n d in g  
o f  them and y o u r r e s u l t i n g  g ra d e  on exam s. T hus, th e r e  a re  
th r e e  i n g r e d ie n t s  to  be  m ixed— when f e a s i b l e —b y  y o u r own 
in g e n u i ty :  th e  c u r r e n t  a ss ig n m en t i n  th e  p a p e rb a c k , a n y th in g
from  th e  t e x t , and w h a tev e r i s  r e l e v a n t  i n  y o u r own l i f e  o r  
t h a t  o f  o th e r s .  A lso , any  to p ic  t h a t  com pares and c o n t r a s t s  
two p a p e rb a c k s , such  a s  S um m erhill v s  W alden Two, s a y , on 
e d u c a tin g  c h i ld r e n ,  i s  m a rv e lo u s . However, do n o t be  d ism ayed 
i f  you c an n o t i n t e g r a t e  m u l t ip le  s o u rc e s ,  f o r  t h a t  i s  n o t  
a lw ays p o s s i b l e .
L e t u s  now c r y s t a l i z e  th e s e  b ro a d  s t r o k e s  in to  a 
m ore e x p l i c i t ,  s ta n d a rd  o p e r a t in g  p ro c e d u re  (SOP) f o r  each  
a f te rn o o n  d i s c u s s io n .
1 . P r io r  to  th e  d i s c u s s io n  s e l e c t  a  t o p i c — th e  
more c o n t r o v e r s i a l  th e  b e t t e r — from  th e  ap p ro ­
p r i a t e  p a p e rb ac k  a s s ig n m e n t, w hich  i s  u s u a l ly  
ab o u t 50 p a g e s , som etim es l e s s .  Then e x p re ss  
i t  on a Q u e s tio n  C ard .
2 . At th e  d i s c u s s io n  m e e tin g  y o u r  TA w i l l  c a l l  upon 
you to  r e a d  y o u r q u e s t io n  to  y o u r c o l le a g u e s  to  
s t im u la te  d i s c u s s io n  f o r  ab o u t t e n  m in u te s . A lso , 
i t  i s  you who m ust th e n  t r y  to  keep  d i s c u s s io n  
g o in g  i n  a p r o d u c t iv e  d i r e c t i o n .  T h is  r e s p o n s i ­
b i l i t y  w i l l  a ls o  b e  sh a re d  by  y o u r  TA when he o r  
she deems i t  a p p r o p r i a t e .
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3 . Upon le a v in g  y o u r m e e tin g , subm it y o u r Q u e s tio n
Card to  y o u r TA. She o r  he w i l l  aw ard i t  f u l l
c r e d i t ,  u n le s s  th e  q u e s t io n  showed o n ly  a t i n y  
amount o f  th in k in g  and p u t  m ost p e o p le  to  s le e p .
Your academ ic p a y  f o r  d i s c u s s io n  c o n t r ib u t io n s  i s  on 
a r e a s o n a b le ,  n o n c o m p e ti t iv e , a l l - o r - n o n e  b a s i s .  P le a s e  see  
th e  C ourse S y l la b u s ,  p a g e s  5 th ro u g h  6 f o r  d e t a i l s .  (N ote 
t h a t  i t  r e f e r s  to  y o u r Q u e s tio n  Card a s  a " s h o r t ,  m in im a lly  
a c c e p ta b le  w r i t t e n  s ta te m e n t ." )  T h is  p a r t  o f  th e  c o u rse  i s  
r a r e l y  any sw eat f o r  anyone who re a d s  th e  a s s ig n m e n ts . In  
f a c t ,  l a s t  y e a r  m ost s tu d e n ts  s a id  t h a t  an  e a r l i e r ,  l e s s  r e f i n e d
v e r s io n  o f  M ethod B was what made th e  c o u r s e ,  w hich th e y  r a t e d
h ig h ly .
APPENDIX F
EXEMPLARY DISCUSSION' QUESTIONS WRITTEN BY STUDENTS
UNDER METHOD B
H ere i s  a  sam ple o f  some s u c c e s s fu l  q u e s t io n s  w r i t t e n  By
s tu d e n t s .  ( S l ig h t  e d i t in g  h a s  im proved economy i n  w o rd in g .)
From Summerhi11
1 . In  what way i s  th e  a d ju s tm e n t from  h ig h  sch o o l l i f e  t o  
c o l le g e  l i f e  s im i l a r  to  th e  a d ju s tm e n t t h a t  t r a n s f e r  
s tu d e n ts  to  Sum m erhill had to  make?
2 . N e i l l ’ s c r i t e r i o n  f o r  a  s u c c e s s fu l  in d iv id u a l  i s  " th e  
a b i l i t y  to  work j o y f u l l y  and to  l i v e  p o s i t i v e l y . "  In  our 
own s o c ie ty  what p e r s o n a l  q u a l i t i e s  o r  m a te r ia l  p o s s e s s io n s  
m ust you o b ta in  to  f e e l  s u c c e s s fu l  and s a t i s f i e d ?
3 . E veryone i n  Sum m erhill h a s  th e  r i g h t  to  v o te ,  and each 
v o te  c a r r i e s  th e  same w e ig h t.  What b e n e f i t s  do you th in k  
th e r e  a re  to  t h i s  sy stem  f o r  th e  c h i ld r e n ?  Are t h e r e  any 
sh o rtco m in g s?
4 .  N e i l l  c la im s  t h a t  f r e e  c h i ld r e n  a re  n o t  in f lu e n c e d  e a s i l y .  
Are h i s  c h i ld r e n  r e a l l y  s im i la r  o r  d i f f e r e n t  from  Walden 
Two k id s ?  Are e i t h e r  u n l ik e  th e  sheep  who a r e  c o n t r o l l e d  
by a p ie c e  o f s t r i n g ,  t h a t  i s ,  a r e  e i t h e r  r e a l l y  f r e e ?
From W alden Two
1 . Would a  s o c ie ty  l i k e  W alden Two be a c c e p ta b le  t o  m ost 
A m ericans to d ay ?  Why o r  why n o t?
2 . Ms. M eyerson s a id ,  "many o f  o u r women manage t o  ap p ea r 
q u i te  b e a u t i f u l  b e c a u se  th e y  a r e  n o t  r e q u i r e d  to  d r e s s  
w i th in  s t r i c t  l i m i t s . "  Does o u r  p r e s e n t  s o c ie ty  have any 
l i m i t s  on d r e s s in g ,  o r  a r e  p e o p le  o f  a l l  ag es  f r e e  to  
d r e s s  as th e y  p l e a s e ,  r e g a r d le s s  o f ch an g in g  s ty l e s ?
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I n  W alden Two work i s  k e p t  a t  a  minimum. I f  a p p l ie d  to  
o u r own s o c ie ty  F r a z i e r 's  m ethod w ould re d u c e  th e  4-0-hour 
week s h a rp ly .  Would i t  work o r  n o t?
A re th e  Walden Two c h i ld r e n ,  who a r e  k e p t  i n  s e p a r a te  
b u i ld in g s  from  t h e i r  p a r e n t s ,  harm ed o r  b e n e f i t t e d  from  
t h i s  e x p e r ie n c e ?
